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INTRODUCTION
1. Much has happened in the courts, a good deal of it since the 
close of the reporting year. Early in January of 1973 the effect of the 
voters action in approving the constitutional amendment which man­
dated retirement of judges at age seventy was felt in practically all the 
major courts.
2. 1 he Massachusetts appellate court system was substantially 
changed with the creation of the Appeals Court. St. 1972, c. 740, 
adding G. L. c. 21 1A. The new court will provide a speedier and less 
expensive review of civil and criminal cases arising in the Superior, 
Land, and Probate Courts.
3. The major reason for the establishment of the Appeals Court 
was to relieve the justices of the Supreme Judicial Court of the intoler­
able burden ot their appellate work. As the Appeals Court reaches its 
full potential, the justices of the Supreme Judicial Court will be able 
to devote more time to appeals of major importance and to the dis­
charge ot their responsibility for supervision of the entire court sys­
tem.
4. The Housing Court of the City of Boston has begun 
operating in an energetic fashion. Most of its cases are criminal com­
plaints brought by city officials for housing code violations. However, 
the court has broad jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, in landlord 
and tenant cases.
5. These and other developments will be discussed in later sec­
tions of this report.
THE JUDICIAL SYSTEM
6. The following outline describes the organization of the 
courts of the Commonwealth.
A. T he Supreme  J udicial Court
The chief justice and six associate justices.
Final appellate jurisdiction in all cases except that direct 
appeals in most cases go to the Appeals Court with further 
review or transfer discretionary.
Original jurisdiction — mainly petitions for extraordinary 
writs and for relief under various statutes — single justice.
Advisory opinions at the request of either branch of the 
Legislature or the Governor or the Executive Council.
General superintendence of all courts of inferior juris­
diction.
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B. T h e  A p pe a l s  C o u r t
The chief justice and five associate justices.
Appellate jurisdiction in most cases arising in the superior, 
land, and probate courts.
C. T h e  Su p e r io r  C o u r t
The chief justice and forty-five associate justices.
General trial jurisdiction, jury and non-jury. Circuit system.
D. T h e  P r o b a t e  C o u r t s
The chief judge, twenty-three judges, one part-time judge, 
and one special judge.
Jurisdiction of probate of will, administration of estates, 
appointment of guardians and conservators, divorce and 
annulment of marriages, separate maintenance, adoption and 
change of name. Equity jurisdiction except as otherwise pro­
vided by statute. County system except judges subject to as­
signment by chief judge.
E. T h e  L a n d  C o u r t
The Judge and two associate judges.
Jurisdiction in land titles, registrations and uses.
F. T h e  Ho u s in g  C o u r t  o f  t h e  C ity o f  Boston
A judge.
Jurisdiction of housing code enforcement and various 
landlord and tenant cases.
G. T h e  D is t r ic t  C o u r t s
The chief justice, sixty-four full-time justices, seventeen 
part-time justices and eighty-one special justices. Non-jury, 
except sessions with jury of six in Pittsfield, New Bedford or 
Fall River, Salem or Haverhill, Springfield, Lowell, Framing­
ham, East Cambridge, Dedham or Quincy, Brockton, and 
Worcester.
Five-judge appellate divisions — northern, southern and 
western districts.
H. T h e  M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  C ity  o f  Boston
The chief justice, eight associate justices, and one special 
justice.
Three-judge appellate division.
P. D .  166 R E P O R T  T O  S U P R E M E  J U D I C I A L  C O U R T 5
I. T he  B o s t o n  Ju v e n i l e  C o u r t
The justice and two special justices.
J. T h e  S p r i n g f i e l d  Ju v e n i l e  C o u r t
A justice.
K. T he  W o r c e s t e r  Ju v e n i l e  C o u r t
A justice.
L. T he  B r i s t o l  C o u n t y  Ju v e n i l e  C o u r t
A justice.
7. In 1972 a bill that would have provided for state assumption 
of the entire costs of operating the superior court was passed by the 
Legislature but failed to receive the Governor's approval. It was 
thought that a shift in the tax burdens from the cities and towns 
through county assessments to the Commonwealth should be accom­
panied by a similar transfer of operating control of the personnel.
8. Predictions in earlier reports about the proliferation of new 
courts were accurate. A Bristol County Juvenile Court has been estab­
lished and a bill has been filed to create a juvenile court in Plymouth 
County. There is also a bill to create a housing court in the city of 
Springfield. A new breed of court has been conceived in bills to create 
an ecology court and an environmental court. It is to be hoped that 
with liberalized abortion these unwanted children will not see the light 
of day.
9. Massachusetts in many respects has a workable court system 
but in recent years the creation of new courts at the trial level has re­
versed the generally accepted trend toward greater unification of the 
trial court structure.
10. The argument for the specialized court is, of course, that 
special talents are required of judges and their supporting personnel to 
deal with special problems. Carried to an extreme this would lead to 
administrative chaos and to vastly increased expense to the taxpayers. 
Massachusetts has gone much too far already in this direction and 
before another independent trial court is established it is essential that 
the court system be considered as a whole.
IT POPULATION
(by Counties)
(Thousands)
S t a l e F e d e r a l S t a t e F e d e r a l
1 9 5 5 I 9 6 0 1 9 6 5 1 9 7 0
1. M id d le s e x 1.115 1,239 1,280 1,397
2. S u f fo lk 8 20 791 7 0 6 (  —) 735
3. W o r c e s t e r 5 74 583 6 1 0 63 8
4. E ssex 544 56 9 609 63 8
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5. Norfolk 448 510 560(+) 605
6. Hampden 389 429 435 459
7. Bristol 390 398 415 444
8. Plymouth 214 248 293(+) 333 +
9. Berkshire 138 142 146 149
10. Hampshire 87 103 100 124 +
11. Barnstable 53 70 74( + ) 97 +
12. Franklin 56 55 58 59
13. Dukes 6 6 6 6
14. Nantucket 4 4 4 4
4,838 5,149 5,295 5,689
+  o v e r  20%  in c re a se , 1960-1970
( +  ) o v e r  20%  in c re a se , 1955-1965
(— ) o v e r  20%  d e c re a s e , 1955-1965
12. In round figures the population of Massachusetts rose in the 
1960 decade from 5,149,000 to 5,689,000, an increase of 10.5 per 
cent. In this period three counties increased in numbers in excess of 
20 per cent: Barnstable, 37.5%; Hampshire, 20.1%; Plymouth, 
34.2%.
13. The 1970 census report shows that 4,767,000 reside in 
urban areas, or 83.8% of the population.
DELAY IN COURT
14. The workload of the Superior Court continued to climb 
during the year ending June 30, 1972. Criminal filings increased seven 
per cent over 1971 and are now two and one-half times the num­
ber filed in 1963 and exceeded civil filings for the first time in recent 
years.
15. Civil filings dropped 10% due to a 26% drop in motor 
vehicle tort entries but evidence continues to grow that the relief ex­
pected from no-fault automobile insurance will benefit the District 
Courts rather than the Superior Court.
16. Cases formerly filed in Superior Court in the under $2,000 
cost category covered by no-fault were generally remanded to the Dis­
trict Courts. As might be expected, as pre-no-fault cases phased out ot 
the courts, there was a drop in motor vehicle tort remands.
17. More serious motor vehicle injury cases will continue to be 
filed in the Superior Court as they always have and no decrease in 
these is expected. While total filings may drop, as they did this year 
motor vehicle cases that must be disposed of in Superior Court should 
remain about the same.
18. Despite the equivalent of nine District Court judges sitting 
full-time on motor vehicle torts and misdemeanor appeals in the Supe­
rior Court, the backlog of the court continued to grow. Delay in 
bringing cases to trial continued to increase.
19 The number of days Superior Court judges sat on civil mat-
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ters dropped 26% from 1971 while the number of days they sat on 
criminal matters climbed 30%. Three times as much time must now 
be spent on criminal matters as ten years ago. As a result, civil trials 
suffered as civil sessions were shifted to criminal sessions.
20. Delay on civil matters increased in every county but one, 
reaching over five years in Plymouth County and over four years in 
Middlesex and Berkshire Counties. There can be no improvement un­
til the Legislature increases the size of the court. Forty-six judges sim­
ply cannot cope with the work that has to be done.
21. Legislation has again been filed to increase the number of 
judges. Unless the General Court acts favorably, it can safely be pre­
dicted that more civil sessions will be shifted to criminal sessions and 
delay in court will continue to grow. How long must this be allowed to 
continue?
22. Again we list the three increases of delay available. They 
are the time lapse figures published by the Institute of Judicial Ad­
ministration, the time-lag table based upon reports to the Chief Justice 
of the Superior Court, and the table of civil jury cases triable at issue 
and awaiting trial compiled by this office from reports from the clerks 
of the courts.
23. Although there are differences between the Institute figures 
and the Superior Court time-lag table, both sources indicate that in 
the larger counties measured by both, there is unconscionable delay in 
reaching civil jury cases for trial.
24. The 1972 Calendar Status Study of the Institute of Judicial 
Administration again lists five Massachusetts courts of general juris­
diction, i.e., the Superior Court in five counties, among the twenty 
courts which show the greatest delay in reaching personal injury jury 
cases for trial. Worcester County apparently just missed being in­
cluded.
25. The 1972 schedule lists the five Massachusetts courts in 
months from the service of answer, or an equivalent date, to trial as 
follows:
9th Superior Court,  Middlesex (Cambridge)
1 9 7 1
m o n t h s
40
1 9 7 2
41
10th Superior Court,  Suffolk (Boston) 35 39
13th Superior Court,  Norfolk (Dedham) 32 38
16th Superior Court,  Essex (Lawrence) 33.5 35
18th Superior Court,  Ham pden (Springfield) 30 33
26. The time-lag table that follows shows vividly the result of 
shifting civil sessions to criminal sessions. Difference in reporting 
methods may account for the variations in the two reports.
27. The third measure of delay in reaching civil jury cases for 
trial appears in the following table jury cases triable at issue and
1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 10.
J u r y  C a s e s § ¿1 >5 v.
T r ia b le  a t ~ o > ?
I s s u e  & 
A  w a i t i n g
<N oo X}-<N of'n
NO•'n NO
o o
T r ia l 5 <N °o
XJ-<N 05 6 Ü  s 3  5 £
B a r n s t a b l e ................................ ................  1 9 7 1
1972
3 8 9
521
2 1 1
2 34
81
85
4 5
72
2 0
70
13
29
19
31
2 4 . 9 4
39 .0
97
202
4 5 . 7 5
55 .0
B e r k s h i r e ................................ ..................  1 9 7 1
1972
8 1 0
878
3 9 1
36 6
111  
1 17
9 3
94
8 7
61
51
71
77
169
3 8 . 0 2
4 4 .9 8
3 0 8
395
5 1 . 7 2
58 .31
.............  1 9 7 1 2 , 5 9 4 9 3 8 4 1 5 3 0 8 2 8 5 2 7 4 3 7 4 4 4 . 7
1 , 2 4 1 6 3 .7
1972 2 ,1 2 7 7 2 6 33 6 26 6 309 196 2 9 4 5 0 .0
1.065 66 .0
.............  1 9 7 1 3 3 0 5 1 7 11 0 0 8 4 . 0
2 8 1 5 . 0
1972 30 10 1 1 0 0 7 2 3 0 .0
9 4 3 .0
..................  1 9 7 1 3 , 9 0 5 1 , 6 9 5 6 7 0 5 2 7 3 8 3 2 6 9 3 6 1 3 9 . 4
1 , 5 4 0 56 .6
1972 4 ,5 4 9 1.529 688 685 53 0 451 66 6 50.8
2 ,3 3 2 66 .4
F r a n k l i n ............................... ..................  1 9 7 1
1972
2 8 7
28 8
1 3 0
115
3 5
53
4 0
43
3 2
22
25
26
25
29
4 2 . 8
45.1
1 2 2
130
5 4 . 7
60 .0
H a m p d e n  ............................. .......................  1 9 7 1
1972
3 , 8 0 9
4 ,1 8 6
1 ,8 2 1
1,816
4 4 7
581
4 5 2
5 2 2
3 9 9
157
2 2 3
2 2 4
4 6 7
8 86
4 0 . 0
4 3 .0
1 , 5 4 1
1,789
5 2 . 0
5 7 .0
.......................  1 9 7 1 2 1 7 1 3 1 50 13 9 5 9
1 7 . 0 3 6 4 0 . 0
4 7 .0
1972 251 134 63 24 15 3 12 22 .0
54
M i d d l e s e x .......................... ..................  1 9 7 1
1972
1 1 , 6 2 4
12,825
4 , 8 0 4
4 ,815
1 ,3 8 1
1,380
1 , 3 1 9
1,375
6 7 9
1,292
1 , 4 6 7
1,126
1 , 9 7 4
2 ,837
4 6 . 7 9  
5 1.69
5 , 4 3 9
6 ,6 3 0
5 8 . 6 7
62 .45
oc
y
O
O'ON
R
E
P
O
R
T
 T
O
 S
U
P
R
E
M
E
 JU
D
IC
IA
L
 C
O
U
R
T
N a n t u c k e t .......................................................  1 9 7 1  7 4  0  0  0  1 2  4 2 . 0  3  4 2 . 0
1972 10 7 3 0  0  0  0 N o n e  0  3 0 .0
N o r f o l k ............................................................  1 9 7 1  4 , 3 3 6  1 , 7 4 5  5 6 9  4 9 6  4 4 9  3 9 3  6 8 4  4 7 . 0  2 , 0 2 2  6 0 . 0
1972 4 , 1 9 9  1 ,434  6 6 7  5 3 4  4 0 0  323  841 4 9 . 0  2 ,0 9 8  6 6 .0
P l y m o u t h  .......................................................  1 9 7 1  2 , 6 6 1  1 , 2 2 9  3 8 0  1 2 0  1 5 3  2 9 3  4 8 6  3 9 . 6  1 , 0 5 4  5 3 . 8
1972 3 ,1 5 4  911 5 5 0  4 4 9  3 4 6  143 7 55  5 4 .0  1,693 7 1 .0
S u f f o l k ..............................................................  7 9 7 /  1 1 , 0 0 1  5 , 2 9 6  1 , 3 9 4  T f l 2 3  9 6 3  8 0 0  1 , 5 2 5  3 9 3 )  4 , 3 1 1  5 1 . 0
1972 10 ,880  4 ,1 1 7  1,472 1,284 86 5  8 7 4  2 ,2 6 8  4 9 .0  5,291 62 .0
W o r c e s t e r ......................................................  1 9 7 1  4 , 0 4 8  2 , 8 9 0  4 4 2  2 4 1  1 7 1  1 0 1  2 0 3  1 7 . 0  7 1 6  2 8 . 0
1972 2 , 8 3 0  1,382 3 4 9  3 0 6  2 5 6  192 34 5  3 8 .0  1,099 51 .0
T O T A L S ....................................................  1 9 7 1  4 5 , 7 2 1  2 1 , 2 8 5  5 , 9 8 0  4 , 6 9 4  3 , 6 4 1  3 , 9 1 5  6 , 2 0 6  4 0 . 3  1 8 , 4 5 8  5 3 . 3
1972 4 6 , 7 2 8  17 ,5 9 6  6 .3 5 5  5 ,6 5 4  4 ,3 2 3  3 ,6 6 5  9 ,1 3 5  49.1 2 2 ,7 8 7  62.3
In c re a s e  1972 o v e r  1 9 7 1 ........................ 1 ,007  - 3 , 6 8 9  3 7 5  9 6 0  6 8 2  - 2 5 0  2 ,9 2 9  + 8 . 8  4 , 3 2 9  + 9 . 0
nC
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awaiting trial. The total number showed a smaller growth than a year 
ago due to the drop in total cases filed. Cases under twelve months old 
dropped by 3,689 cases. Total cases were 46,728 in 1972 compared 
to 45,721 for 1971.
28. Cases over 36 months old increased by 2,929 cases. Cases 
over 18 months now comprise 49.1% of the total. Counties exceeding 
the state coverage are Bristol 50%, Essex 50.8%, Middlesex 51.7%, 
and Plymouth 54% . Norfolk and Suffolk Counties at 49% are barely 
under the state average.
29. On the criminal side, cases increased to 41,201, compared 
to 38,353 in 1971 and 30,934 in 1970. No relief is in sight here. Ev­
ery indication is that this trend will continue as juvenile filings in the 
District and Juvenile Courts increased by 13.5% in 1972 as com­
pared to 1971. These youngsters will probably not suddenly reform 
when they reach their 17th birthday.
30. The need for more judges in the Superior Court is quite 
clear. One can only hope that this year the Legislature will respond 
favorably.
REMAND AND REMOVAL
31. In ten years 352,363 law actions were entered in the Supe 
rior Court. During that period, 132,626 were remanded. As only 
2,438 were tried to verdicts or findings after findings below (1.8%), the 
relief gained by the Superior Court by use of the remand is obvious.
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T i m e -La g  in M o n t h s  f r o m  D a t e  o f  E n t r y  t o  T r i a l  
Counties in Which Sittings Are Continuous or 
Practically so During the Court Season
1 9 7 1  1 9 7 2  +  o r  —
BRISTOL.................................................................  42.2 43.1 +  .9
Es s e x .....................................................................  35 36 + 1
Ha m p d e n .............................................................  33 42 + 9
Middlesex
C a m b r i d g e  ...............................................................  41 51 + 1 0
L o w e l l ..........................................................................  23  2 4  +  1
Norfolk  .............................................................  38 43.13 +  5.13
Su f f o l k ...............................................................................  39  43  + 4
Worcester
W o r c e s t e r .................................................................. 22  32  + 1 0
F i t c h b u r g ....................................................................  20  14 — 6
County in Which Sittings are Nearly Continuous
1 9 7 1  1 9 7 2  +  o r  —
Pl y m o u t h ........................................................... 43.6 65.2 +21.6
Counties in Which Sittings Are Not Continuous
(Age of Most Recent Cases Reached in Normal 
Course When Sittings Held.)
1 9 7 1  1 9 7 2  +  o r  —
Ba r n s t a b l e ......................................................  31 *33.5 +  2.5
Be r k s h i r e ........................................................... 28.3 48.8 +20.5
Fr a n k l i n ............................................................................  34  34
Ha m p s h i r e ......................................................... 17 16 — l
By es t im ate  o f  Clerk
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The remand of cases from the superior court to the district 
courts and the Boston municipal court showed an increase from 12,847 
in 1971 to 13,117 in 1972. The remand limit under G. L. c. 231, 
§ 102C, remained at $2,000.
I. C i v i l  C a s e s  R e m a n d e d
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
T o  D i s t r i c t  
C o u r t s
T o  B o s t o n  
M u n i c i p a l  
C o u r t T o t a l
10 .679 1,818 12,497
1 1,367 1,575 12,942
1 1,326 1.730 13.056
10,502 1.461 1 1.963
12,585 1,733 14,318
12 ,234 2,663 14.897
10,986 3,823 14.809
10.137 2 ,048 12,185
10,818 2 ,029 12,847
10,925 2 ,1 9 2 13,117
111 ,559 2 1 .0 7 2 132,631
II.
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  T r ia l s  t o  V e r d i c t s  
o r  F i n d i n g s  A f t e r  F i n d i n g s  B e l o w
J u r y
W i t h o u t
J u r y T o ta l
167 26 193
2 3 0 32 262
215 31 246
209 1 1 220
259 37 296
26 2 10 272
248 21 269
257 32 289
21 4 21 235
1 4 “’ 14 156
2,203 235 2,438
HI. L a w  A c t i o n s * E n t e r e d
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t
34 .304
1963 .....................................................................................................................................    37 .140
1964  ..................................................................................................................................................' 39,523
1965 ......................................................................................................................................................................... 35 ,548
1966  .......................................................................................................................................................... 34 ,730
1967 ...............................................................................................................................................  33 ,558
1968 ................................................................................................................................................... . 34,381
1969 ..................................................................................................................................................  35 ,155
1970  ..................................................................................................................................................  . 36,453
1971 ..........................................................................................................................................  . . . .  31,571
T o t a l .............................
* ( Includes removals)
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32. Much of this gain is lost by removals to the Superior Court 
from the District Courts and the Boston Municipal Court. In 1971, 
they dropped to 9,366 from 11,832 in 1971. This was caused by a 
decrease in motor vehicle tort removals, as all other types of cases 
removed increased.
1963 ......... ...... 7,184
1964 ......... ...... 9,197
1963 ......... ...... 10,929
1966 ......... ...... 8,604
1967 ......... ...... 9,016
1968 ......... ...... 9,419
1969 ......... ...... 10,438
1970 ......... ...... 11,228
1971 ......... ...... 11,852
1972 ......... ...... 9,556
MASSACHUSETTS JUDICIAL CONFERENCE
33. The membership of the Massachusetts Judicial Conference 
has been affected both by the mandatory retirement amendment and 
the creation of the Appeals Court. S. J. C. Rule 3:16. The members 
now are:
Chief Justice G. Joseph Tauro, Chairman
Justice Paul C. Reardon
Justice Francis J. Quirico
Justice Robert Braucher
Justice Edward F. Hennessey
Justice Benjamin Kaplan
Justice Herbert P. Wilkins
Chief Justice Allan M. Hale
Chief Justice Walter H. McLaughlin
Judge William I. Randall
Chief Judge Alfred L. Podolski
Chief Justice Jacob Lewiton
Chief Justice Franklin N. Flaschner
Justice John V. Spalding, retired
Richard D. Gerould, Secretary
34. A reorganization of the committee structure of the Confer­
ence has taken place. The former Committee on the Courts, consisting 
of the Chief Justices of the Supreme Judicial, Superior, and District 
Courts, the Judge of the Land Court, the Chief Judge of the Probate 
Courts, and the Executive Secretary, has been designated as the Exec­
utive Committee of the Conference.
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35. The number of other committees has been expanded and 
they now are as follows:
C o m m i t t e e  o n  C o u r t  O p e r a t i o n s  
Justice Paul C. Reardon, C h a i r m a n  
C o m m i t t e e  o n  C i v i l  P r o c e d u r e  
Justice Francis J. Quirico, C h a i r m a n  
C o m m i t t e e  o n  J u d i c i a l  E d u c a t i o n  
Justice Robert Braucher, C h a i r m a n  
C o m m i t t e e  o n  C r i m i n a l  P r o c e d u r e  
Justice Edward F. Hennessey, C h a i r m a n  
C o m m i t t e e  o n  L e g i s l a t i o n  
Justice Benjamin Kaplan, C h a i r m a n  
C o m m i t t e e  o n  C o u r t  F a c i l i t i e s  
Justice Herbert P. Wilkins, C h a i r m a n
36. Meeting on January 18, 1973, the Judicial Conference 
approved a reply to the invitation from the Chairmen of the legislative 
Committee on the Judiciary for an expression of opinion on the recall 
for temporary service of retired judges. Senate No. 23. The reply, 
signed by the justices, favored the bill and pointed out the need for the 
services on a temporary basis of retired judges.
37. The Conference approved the following recommendations 
with respect to coordinating legislation affecting the judicial depart­
ment:
“Henceforth, any legislative proposal emanating from with­
in the judicial system shall, sufficiently in advance of its filing, be 
submitted to the Executive Secretary for his consideration. Thereafter 
he shall examine all such proposals for internal consistency and uni­
formity of approach.
“In doing so, he may seek information and guidance from 
the Administrators Committee or from any other court personnel.
“Any such proposals about which he has reservations, 
doubts or objections, which cannot be resolved by communication 
with the bills’ proponents, should then be submitted to the Executive 
Committee of this Conference for its consideration and action.
"The determination of the Executive Secretary, the Execu­
tive Committee, this Conference or the Supreme Judicial Court, as the 
case may require, may be transmitted to the Governor or the Legisla­
ture as appropriate.
“In the exercise of his discretion, the Executive Secretary 
may notify the appropriate legislative or gubernatorial personnel that 
a ttiven court related bill was not submitted to him for consideration 
prior to its filing and that, therefore, he is unable to submit any rea­
sonable comment upon it.”
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38. There was discussion of the alternatives for management of 
programs tor judicial education to be initiated for newly appointed 
judges and to be continued by the superior and district courts. The 
work ot planning and coordinating the various programs was referred 
to the Committee on Judicial Education and the office of the Execu­
tive Secretary.
39. Reports were received, to be discussed in later paragraphs 
of this report, from Justice Quirico for the Committee on Civil Proce­
dure, from Justice Hennessey for the Committee on Criminal Proce­
dure, from Chiet Justice Hale, Chief Justice McLaughlin, Judge Ran­
dall, Judge Smith, Justice Lewiton, and Chief Justice Flaschner on the 
problems ot their respective courts. Justice Spalding as Chairman of 
the Judicial Council reported on the Council’s activities.
40. The Conference considered and approved the following 
recommendation on federal grants:
"No grant award should be accepted by any court or court 
related agency if, after initial approval of the Executive Secretary, the 
Committee or its staff makes any changes in the grant application or 
imposes conditions on acceptance of the grant award unless the Exec­
utive Secretary also approves such changes or conditions, thereby fos­
tering the acceptance of uniform policies in these regards. (Probation 
related grants, however, should continue to be coordinated by Com­
missioner Sands.)”
CIVIL PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE
41. On June 29, 1972, the Boston and Massachusetts Bar As­
sociations and the Massachusetts Trial Lawyers Association filed a 
petition in the Supreme Judicial Court for the adoption of rules of civ­
il procedure in the form reported and recommended by the Advisory 
Committee on the Rules of Civil Procedure of the Massachusetts Judi­
cial Conference.
42. The proposed rules with certain changes based upon sug­
gestions received from judges and members of the bar are essentially 
those which were printed and published by West Publishing Company 
in March, 1971.
43. The full court requested and received briefs from the peti­
tioners and others. On January 16, 1973, the court heard arguments 
on the petition and now has the matter under consideration.
44. The voluminous amendatory legislation, filed by Senator 
William M. Bulger, Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
the 1972 legislative session, has been refiled for the current session of 
the Legislature as Senate No. 11, entitled “An Act Conforming the 
General Laws of Massachusetts to the Massachusetts Rules of Civil 
Procedure and the Massachusetts Rules of Appellate Procedure.”
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45. On February 21, 1973, the Committee on the Judiciary 
heard the proponents of the legislation. Among the speakers were 
Judge Moynihan, Chairman of the Advisory Committee, Attorney 
General Quinn, William G. Young, Legal Counsel to Governor Sar­
gent, the presidents of the major bar associations and others. No one 
spoke in opposition to the bill.
46. The prospects for passage of Senate No. 11 appear to be 
good. If the Supreme Judicial Court adopts the proposed rules with 
such modifications as seem appropriate, the patient work of many 
judges, lawyers, and legal scholars will be rewarded.
47. A decision of a three judge federal court in Boston in the 
case of Schneider v. Margossian et al brought to an abrupt halt the 
ancient trustee process practice of the Commonwealth. On the facts of 
the case the court held that attachment of bank accounts by trustee 
process without prior notice to the debtor and opportunity to be heard 
failed to pass the constitutional test of due process.
48. The broad sweep of the opinion was somewhat narrowed 
by the federal court in a supplementary opinion. Nevertheless it is 
apparent that, except in those cases where the statutes already require 
notice and an opportunity to be heard as in the case of an action on a 
judgment, the attachment of property, real or personal, in any of its 
various forms will require prior compliance with the notice and op­
portunity conditions. Further court tests are pending in these areas.
49. Since the amendment of the trustee process and other stat­
utes relating to the attachment of property and possibly the adoption 
of rules of court are needed in order to bring attachment procedures 
into the due process fold, both the Legislature and the Supreme Judi­
cial Court have under consideration respectively proposals for statu­
tory amendments and for the adoption ot rules.
50. The office of the Executive Secretary has been engaged in 
the collection of materials from the various courts. From the replies 
already in hand it appears that practices relating to attachments and 
restraining orders have been adapted to the requirements of notice 
and opportunity to be heard with the possible exception ot attach­
ments of real estate.
51. In any civil action the agreement of five-sixth of the mem­
bers of the jury is sufficient to render any special or general verdict 
G L c 234 § 34A, inserted by St. 1972, c. 460. Also inserted as § 
34B was the provision that in any civil action where twelve or more 
jurors are impaneled, if a juror dies, or becomes ill or is otherwise 
unable to perform his duty for good cause the trial shall pr°ce^  
the proviso that except by agreement ot the parties the ^ ^ h a  l no 
proceed with less than ten jurors remaining on the panel. The latter 
statute makes no similar provision as to civil juries oi six.
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52. In the 1971 legislative session the maximum recovery for 
wrongful death was increased from $50,000 to $100,000. By St. 
1972, c. 440, amending G. L. c. 229, § 2, effective January 1, 1973, 
the amount was further increased to $200,000.
53. Another provision, affecting the amount recoverable in a 
small claims proceeding, permits the court to award double and treble 
damages in accordance with the provisions of any general or special 
law if the initial amount of damages claimed is $400 or less. St. 1972, 
c. 452, amending G. L. c. 218, § 21.
CRIMINAL PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE
54. The experimental program on refundable money bail con­
ducted in two of the district courts has been completed with satisfac­
tory results. Legislation has been filed that would institute the system in 
the Commonwealth and eliminate the bail bondsmen. It is apparent 
that these gentlemen will resist the passage of the bill but the bail 
bond system has so obviously imposed hardship upon persons accused 
of crime, particularly the needy, that its time for burial is at hand.
55. The project for the adoption of Rules of Criminal Proce­
dure is in full swing. Sponsored by the Committee on Criminal Proce­
dure of the Judicial Conference, this undertaking involves the mem­
bers of that Committee, an Advisory Committee of more than sixty 
members with Justice Thomas E. Dwyer as Chairman, and a Report­
er, Edgar J. Bellefontaine, Librarian of the Social Law Library.
56. In the selection of members of the Advisory Committee 
emphasis was placed upon securing the services of experienced prose­
cutors and defenders. As a result the Advisory Committee is repre­
sentative of judges, lawyers, and legal scholars who have practical 
knowledge of the every day problems of criminal practice and pro­
cedure.
57. The members of the Conference and Advisory Committees 
are:
CONFERENCE
Justice Edward F. Hennessey, C h a i r m a n
Justice Robert Braucher, V i c e  C h a i r m a n
Chief Justice Allan M. Hale
Chief Justice Walter H. McLaughlin
Justice Paul K. Connolly
Justice Thomas E. Dwyer
Justice James P. Lynch, Jr.
Chief Justice Jacob Lewiton 
Chief Justice Franklin N. Flaschner 
Attorney General Robert H. Quinn 
District Attorney George G. Burke 
Edward J. Barshak, Esq.
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Livingston Hall, Esq.
William P. Homans, Jr., Esq.
Berge C. Tashjian, Esq.
Frederic F. Meuse, Esq., Secretary 
Philip X. Murray, Esq., Survey Staff 
ADVISORY
Hon. Thomas E. Dwyer, Chairman
Hon. Ruth I. Abrams, Vice-Chairman
Hon. Herbert F. Travers, Jr., Vice-Chairman
Hon. Francis P. Cullen
William P. Homans, Esq., Vice-Chairman
John J. Irwin, Jr., Esq., Vice-Chairman
Hon. Robert L. Anderson
Hon. James W. Bailey
Joseph J. Balliro, Esq.
District Attorney William T. Buckley 
Senator William M. Bulger 
District Attorney George G. Burke 
District Attorney John P. S. Burke 
District Attorney Garrett H. Byrne 
District Attorney John M. Callahan 
Neil Colicchio, Esq.
Edward T. Collins, Esq.
Donald L. Conn, Esq.
Robert J. Cotter, Esq.
Hon. John C. Cratsley 
Francis J. DiMento, Esq.
Richard K. Donahue, Esq.
District Attorney John J. Droney 
Robert E. Fast, Esq.
Hon. Paul G. Garrity 
Robert Glass, Esq.
Hon. Reuben Goodman 
L. Scott Harshbarger, Esq.
Patrick J. Hurley, Esq.
Walter J. Hurley, Esq.
Albert L. Hutton, Jr., Esq.
Manuel Katz, Esq.
Edward V. Keating, Esq.
Attorney General Robert H. Quinn 
Arnold R. Rosenfeld, Esq.
John M. Russell, Jr., Esq.
District Attorney Matthew J. Ryan, Jr. 
Gerard F. Schaefer, Esq.
Terry P. Segal, Esq.
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James S. Seligman, Esq.
Wallace W. Sherwood, Esq.
Hon. Kent B. Smith 
Robert Snider, Esq.
Mr. Theodore J. Stavredes 
James D. St. Clair, Esq.
James F. Sullivan, Esq.
Owen S. Walker, Esq.
Prof. Lloyd L. Weinreb 
Imelda C. LaMountain, Esq.
George H. Lewald, Esq.
Hon. Jacob Lewiton 
Melvin S. Louison. Esq.
Paul F. Markham, Esq.
Cortland A. Mathers, Esq.
Helen Mejan, Esq.
Manuel Morse, Esq.
Stephen A. Moynahan, Esq.
Robert V. Mulkern, Esq.
Clarice Neumann, Esq.
Henry F. Owens, III, Esq.
Hon. Francis G. Poitrast 
John A. Pino, Esq.
District Attorney Philip A. Rollins 
Frederick J. Quinlan, Esq.
Seymour Weinstein, Esq.
Jack L Zalkind, Esq.
Melvyn Zarr, Esq.
58. The work of the Reporter and the members of the Advisory 
Committee begins with the drafting by the Reporter of rules and notes 
relating to a particular subject matter. This material is then reviewed 
by the Executive Committee and submitted to the appropriate small 
subcommittee for further consideration.
59. After approval of the refined product by the full Committee 
of a block of rules, they will be submitted to the Conference Com­
mittee.
60. There have been a number of changes in the composition of 
the Massachusetts Defenders Committee. The Committee presently
consists of:
Edward J. Barshak, Esq., C h a i r m a n  
Frederick H. Norton, Jr., Esq., S e c r e t a r y  
Edward M. Casey, Esq.
Alexander J. Celia, Esq.
Edward J. Duggan, Esq.
William C. Flanagan, Esq.
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William M. Gibson, Esq.
Joseph M. Harvey, Esq.
William P. Homans, Jr., Esq.
Francis X. Hurley, Esq.
Philip L. Sisk, Esq.
61. The staff of the Committee is now headed by Gerard F. 
Schaefer, Esq., as Chief Counsel. The Committee receives its princi­
pal support from the Commonwealth. This support has been supple­
mented by grants from L. E. A. A. through the Governor’s Commit­
tee on Law Enforcement and the Administration of Criminal Justice. 
This has permitted the expansion in the number of staff lawyers to 
eighty-eight, far too few to provide the required representation of indi­
gent persons accused of crime throughout the Commonwealth.
62. The Committee was forced to withdraw its attorneys from 
most of the district courts with the result that the expense of assigned 
counsel has been shifted to the various counties at a vastly larger unit 
cost.
63. With this change in the manner in which legal representa­
tion is provided in most of the district courts, it has been found that 
there have been great differences in the determination of the amounts 
of fees paid to assigned counsel.
64. In order to provide uniformity in the compensation of as­
signed counsel and to assure fair rotation of assignments among listed 
attorneys Chief Justice Flaschner has recently promulgated Rule 10 
Assignment and Compensation of Attorneys by amendment to the In­
itial Rules of Criminal Procedure of the District Courts of Massachu­
setts.
65. Rule 10, effective May 1, 1973, sets compensation not to 
exceed fifteen dollars per hour for time reasonably spent in court and 
not to exceed ten dollars per hour for time reasonably expended out 
of court in the preparation of the case in the district court. Uniform 
billing procedures are established.
66. Even with the relief provided by the em ploym ent of  as­
signed counsel in most o f  the district courts the Defenders Committee 
still is faced with funds so restricted as to prevent the employment ol 
an adequa te  num ber  o f  lawyers and supporting  personnel to perform 
the task o f  providing quality  legal assistance in the appellate and trial 
courts  for all those entitled to their services.
67. The growth in the numbers of the Committee s cases regu­
larly exceeds the increase in the size of the staff. In the following table 
it should be noted that the figures in the column headed "Number ot 
new cases” represent individual defendants, not complaints.
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Number Number o
o f  new full-time
cases Received la wyers
1963 .. .................... 1,708 $ 88,570 7
1968 .. .................... 18,218 789,488 58
1969 . . .................... 22.183 837,888 58
1970 .. .................... 27,880 966,832 65
1971 .. .................... 35,207 1,080,977 74
1972 ....................... 39,969 1,162,553 75
The approximate average cost per case was $28.64.
68. The Massachusetts program to compensate victims of vio­
lent crime is markedly different from any other program in the United 
States or Canada. It is the only one, outside of Australia, to depart 
from the example set by New Zealand in 1963, when that dominion 
chose to use the machinery of an administrative tribunal to provide 
compensation for crime victims.
69. Massachusetts has, in contrast, set up a program in which 
the district courts and the Attorney General of the State handle all of 
the duties, which in other jurisdictions are performed by the members 
and staffs of administrative agencies.
70. Between July 1, 1968, when the program went into opera­
tion and July 31, 1972, 573 claims were filed and $153,000 was ac­
tually paid out to 151 claimants. These totals were in contrast to re­
ported crime statistics in Massachusetts which for 1970 reflected 
11,542 violent crimes broken down as follows:
1) Murder & Non-negligent Manslaughter......  197
2) Forcible Rape............................................. 684
3) Robbery.....................................................  5,658
4) Aggravated Assault....................................  5,003
71. The statistics for the first four fiscal years were:
FY 69 FY 70 FY 71 FY 72
Claims Filed 55 129 138 251
No. of Hearings 9 33 41 92
No. of Denials Unavailable Unavailable Unavailable 10
No. of Awards 9 33 41 82
Total Awards $4,498.58 $60,885.76 $45,974.04 $97,296.10
Average Award 
Total Awards
499.79 1,845.02 1,121.31 1,185.44
Paid
FY End-Files
1,000.00 30,000.00 65,000.00 57,000.00
Open 46 96 97 159
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FY End-Awards
Unpaid 3,498.58 30,885.76 11,859.80 52,156.00
72. Of the 573 claims filed from the inception of the program 
to the end of the Fiscal Year on June 30, 1972, there were about 375 
claims filed with the aid of counsel. In the last Fiscal Year, ending on 
the same date, there were 251 filed, 110 with the aid of counsel.
73. Trials of misdemeanor cases by juries of six are now au­
thorized by St. 1972, c. 620, on a permanent basis in the following 
counties and district courts:
C O U N T Y C O U R T S
Berkshire Pittsfield
Bristol New Bedford or Fall River
Essex Salem or Haverhill
Hampden Springfield
Middlesex Lowell, Framingham, East Cambridge
Norfolk Dedham or Quincy
Plymouth Brockton
Worcester Worcester
THE JUDICIARY
74. In anticipation of the probable result of the vote in the 
November, 1972, election on the legislative amendment to Part 2, 
Chapter 3, Article 1, of the Constitution which would require all 
judges to retire upon attaining the age of seventy, the Governor last 
August appointed an ad hoc committee to encourage and consider the 
applications of candidates for appointment to the vacancies in the var­
ious judicial offices which would occur if the amendment were ap­
proved.
75. The amendment was approved. The work of the committee 
and the appointments which followed will be dealt with in later para­
graphs of this report.
76. On January 4, 1973, forty judges were forced to retire. All 
of them had many years of faithful and productive service on the 
bench. Yet very little recognition was accorded to them.
77. In the hope that the reader of this report will express at 
least silent gratitude for their valued service, their names, their courts, 
and the dates of their appointments are listed here.
Hon. Frank J. Donahue Superior Court May 11, 1932
Hon. Lewis Goldberg Superior Court Aug. 17, 1932
Hon. Felix Forte Superior Court Dec. 6, 1939
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Hon. Horace T. Cahill 
Hon. Frank E. Smith 
Hon.Charles Fairhurst 
Hon. Wilfred J. Paquet 
Hon. Reuben L. Lurie 
Hon. Frank W. Tomasello 
Hon. Amedeo V. Sgarzi 
Hon. Edward McPartlin 
Hon. John A. Costello 
Hon. Walter L. Considine 
Hon. F. Anthony Hanlon 
Hon. George E. Rice 
Hon. Carl E. Wahlstrom 
Hon. Robert G. Wilson 
Hon. Elijah Adlow 
Hon. Daniel J. Gillen 
Hon. Joseph Gorrasi 
Hon. Thomas W. Hoag 
Hon. Haven Parker 
Hon. John W. MacLeod 
Hon. Charles I. Taylor 
Hon. Walter D. Allen 
Hon. Martin Colten 
Hon. Herman Ritter 
Hon. August G. Bonazzoli 
Hon. Thomas E. Quinn 
Hon. Allan R. Kingston 
Hon. Alfred A. Sartorelli 
Hon. Gardner W. Russell 
Hon. Gertrude R. Halloran 
Hon. Samuel Eisenstadt 
Hon. John J. Sullivan 
Hon. Sadie L. Shulman 
Hon. Thomas M. Dooling 
Hon. Charles D. Bent 
Hon. Standish Bradford 
Hon. Henry W. Kaliss
Superior Court 
Superior Court 
Superior Court 
Superior Court 
Superior Court 
Superior Court 
Superior Court 
Land Court 
Probate Court 
Probate Court 
Probate Court 
Probate Court 
Probate Court 
Probate Court 
Boston Municipal Court 
Boston Municipal Court 
Boston Municipal Court 
Boston Municipal Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court 
District Court
Aug. 27, 1947 
Sept. 17, 1947 
Aug. 18, 1948 
Jan.9,1952 
July 8, 1954 
July 17, 1958 
Dec. 20, 1962 
Mar. 20, 1952 
June 30, 1938 
Nov. 2, 1949 
Dec. 2, 1942 
Aug. 18, 1948 
May 22, 1940 
Dec. 18, 1940 
Oct. 10, 1928 
May 15, 1935 
Jan. 2, 1963 
Apr. 28, 1955 
Mar. 31, 1955 
Dec. 10, 1941 
July 5, 1952 
Aug. 13, 1947 
Aug. 13, 1952 
Apr. 16, 1924 
May 19, 1965 
Apr. 20, 1932 
Mar. 15, 1967 
Dec. 16, 1936 
Jan. 4, 1943 
Jan. 26, 1938 
Nov. 1, 1937 
Nov. 22, 1944 
Dec. 17, 1930 
Sept. 29, 1965 
Dec. 27, 1956 
May 17, 1966 
Dec. 21, 1949District Court
Since no vacancies occurred upon the retirements of Special 
Justices Hoag and Gorrasi of the Boston Municipal Court, the num­
ber of vacancies was thirty-eight.
78. The ad hoc Committee on Judicial Selection consisted of 
twelve members, six lawyers and six lay persons. Over 1,100 question­
naires were sent to lawyers. Panels of the Committee conducted a 
number of public hearings. More than 550 written applications for 
appointment to the thirty-eight judicial vacancies were screened and
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about that number interviewed. Names were then submitted to Gover­
nor Sargent as “qualified” or “not recommended.”
79. Aided by the advice of the Committee, the Governor began 
in January to submit his appointments to the Executive Council. Time 
was necessarily consumed in the process of examining the qualifica­
tions of the appointees but by early April, 1973, all but one of them 
was confirmed by the Council.
80. Credit for the high quality of the appointments may be 
shared by the Committee, the Governor, and the Council. The names 
of the newly appointed or “elevated” judges appear later in the com­
ments on the various courts.
8 1. The publicity attendant on the selection process has pro­
vided impetus to the movement for the creation of a permanent com­
mission on the qualifications of judges. Such a commission would not 
only limit the Governor's constitutional freedom of choice in his ap­
pointments but would also play a part in judicial disciplinary action. 
Thus the slow process of constitutional amendment must be used.
82. One measure to accomplish this end is currently before the 
Legislature. It would lodge in the Supreme Judicial Court the ultimate 
disciplinary power, that of removal from office. It is generally agreed 
that the cumbersome constitutional methods of impeachment, address, 
and retirement by the Governor, with the consent of the Executive 
Council, because of advanced age or mental or physical disability do 
not provide a satisfactory means for meeting the problems inherent in 
the retention of judges in office during “good behavior."
83. Indeed the substantial popular vote approving the manda­
tory retirement amendment is indication of dissatisfaction with a system 
which has permitted in isolated cases the continuance in judicial office 
of persons of advanced years and diminished capacity.
84. Some interest has been expressed recently in a bill that 
would provide for the popular election of judges through a constitu­
tional amendment. This giant step backwards must be avoided.
85. The Massachusetts Constitution, as did those of the United 
States and some of the other older states, withstood the onslaught of 
the populist movement of the nineteenth century which resulted in the 
widespread adoption of constitutional provisions for the popular elec­
tion of judges.
86. It has taken more than a century for state alter state to 
modify the evils of the partisanship of popular elections of judges y 
adoption of a Missouri plan for the selection by commission of a lim­
ited number of judicial candidates from which number the Governor 
makes his appointment. The judge so appointed after a given period 
in office is required to submit his name on a non-partisan ballot on 
the question of his continuance in office.
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87. While the Missouri plan is certainly an improvement on the 
system which leaves the nomination of judicial candidates to the party 
machinery, it is designed as a compromise between selection by the 
executive and selection by popular vote. It is not needed in Massachu­
setts where the voters have never picked their judges.
88. A recommended Massachusetts plan would retain the pres­
ent freedom of choice in the Governor but would establish a perma­
nent judicial selection commission whose function would resemble 
that of the ad hoc committee. This plan would require no constitu­
tional amendment and would assure the participation of the public, 
general and local, in the selection process.
89. The test of any system is in the results it produces. To those 
who would abandon the Massachusetts selection process a reminder is 
due that the constitutional command that “It is the right of every citi­
zen to be tried by judges as free, impartial and independent as the lot 
of humanity will admit” is better served by an appointive judiciary 
than by judges who must look over their shoulders to an election.
90. Although the judicial department has now returned to the 
strength it possessed prior to the massive retirement of judges, pre­
cious time has been lost with the result that the backlog of civil and 
criminal cases has increased and will show in the case statistics when 
they become available for the court year ending June 30, 1973.
91. The adoption by the justices of the Supreme Judicial Court 
of the Code of Judicial Conduct, effective January 1, 1973, has codi­
fied standards of judicial conduct which previously have been ob­
served by most judges whose sense of professional integrity has guided 
them. S. J. C. Rule 3:25.
92. The Code does reflect the stricter standards, particularly 
those relating to the outside activities of judges, which have developed 
in recent years in case law and in the American Bar Association Can­
ons upon which the Code is modelled. The limitations and prohibi­
tions relating to business and fiduciary activities are examples of stric­
ter standards than those deemed acceptable a few years ago.
JUDICIAL SALARIES
93. Despite the sharp rise in the cost-of-living in the past four 
years judicial salaries remain at the levels established effective on 
January 1, 1969. The salary schedule now is:
Supreme Judicial Court Chief Justice $35,000
Associate Justice 33,800
Appeals Court Chief Justice 32,500
Associate Justice 31,300
Superior Court Chief Justice 31,300
Associate Justice 30,000
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Land Court Judge and 
Associate Judges 
Judge
Chief Judge 
Judge
Judge (part-time) 
Chief Justice 
Justice
Justice (part-time) 
Chief Justice 
Associate Justice
Boston Housing Court 
Probate Courts
30,000
26,400-30,000
District Courts
27.300
26.300 
9,400
26.300 
25,000
7,600-10,000
Boston Juvenile Court Justice
Springfield, Bristol County and
Boston Municipal Court 26.300 
25,000
26.300
Worcester Juvenile Court Justice 22,000
94. Since January 1, 1969, the salaries of most government 
employees and officials have been increased in order to provide fair 
compensation as the purchasing power of the dollar decreases. The 
result is that judges and other court officials whose salaries are fixed 
by statute find that the gap between their salaries and those of their 
subordinates is rapidly closing.
95. In the November, 1972, issue of Judicature the salaries of 
the justices of the Supreme Judicial Court and of the Superior Court 
are ranked with the other forty-nine states and the District of Colum­
bia. Massachusetts is ranked 11th in per capita income and 10th in 
population; the salaries of the justices of the Supreme Judicial Court, 
14th, of the Superior Court, 13th.
96. The salaries of the associate justices of the highest appellate 
courts in New York, California, New Jersey, District of Columbia, 
Michigan, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Illinois, Louisiana, Alaska, Con­
necticut, Florida and Delaware exceed those of the associate justices 
of the Supreme Judicial Court. The salary range is from $34,000 to 
$49,665 with eight states paying $40,000 or more.
97. The salaries of the associate justices of the trial courts of 
general jurisdiction in New York, District ot Columbia, New Jersey, 
California, Maryland, Connecticut, Alaska, Florida, Georgia, Dela­
ware, Pennsylvania, and Hawaii are in excess of those ol the associate 
justices of the Superior Court. The salary range is from $30,250 to 
$43,317 with seven states paying more to its trial judges than Massa­
chusetts does to its Supreme Judicial Court justices.
98. It is obvious that substantial judicial salary increases are 
needed in order to compensate Massachusetts judges at levels which 
other states, some a good deal smaller, have found to be justified. The 
salary bills which are pending in the current session of the Legislature 
would provide a modest approach to those levels.
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COURT MANAGEMENT
99. The last annual report stated that a Law Enforcement As­
sistance Administration grant was made to the Supreme Judicial 
Court for additional personnel to assist the court in the discharge of 
its supervisory functions by expanding the capabilities of the Office of 
the Executive Secretary. With this expanded staff, the Office of the 
Executive Secretary has been able to become involved in many areas 
which have required increasingly more attention.
100. Last year it was determined that the inadequacy of court 
house facilities was a top priority matter. As a result, a federally- 
funded study of the court facilities in the Suffolk County Court House 
and of court records management throughout the state is being con­
ducted under the auspices of the Supreme Judicial Court and the Of­
fice of the Executive Secretary. Later paragraphs of this report de­
scribe the project.
101. Judicial education programming has expanded in the last 
year to three different areas: training for new judges, continuing edu­
cation for judges and management training for para-judicial per­
sonnel.
102. This spring, in addition to the continuing education pro­
grams for Superior and District Court judges, seminars will be held 
for the first time for newly appointed judges of all courts (5 1), Probate 
Court judges and District Court clerks.
103. Under St. 1972, c. 593, court personnel for the first time 
have been able to take advantage of the programs of the Training Sec­
tion of the Department of Administration and Finance in the areas of 
management and human relations. Court personnel have attended and 
evaluated these programs and this office is now working with the 
Training Section in developing programs aimed strictly at the orienta­
tion and training of court personnel. It is hoped that these programs 
will be underway within the next year and that all court personnel will 
participate in one of the programs offered.
104. This office is continuing to publish the quarterly newslet­
ter, D o c k e t .  The reaction from the courts has been good and it is 
hoped that it will be published more often.
105. A Citizen’s Manual on the Courts is being developed by 
the Massachusetts Court Administrators Committee and will be pub­
lished in the fall.
106. A study of the uses of electronic data processing in the 
various courts caused the preparation of a report that led to the deci­
sion of the justices to authorize the creation of a Department of Data 
Processing, which will report to the Executive Secretary. Thanks to 
funding approved by the Committee on Law Enforcement and the
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Administration of Criminal Justice, a Director of Data Processing, 
Alex Wilson, was hired in the spring of this year.
107. He has started developing a plan for a data-processing sys­
tem for all the courts. The equipment that will be procured for the 
Criminal Case Management Project of the Superior Court will be­
come the nucleus for a Judicial Data Processing Center.
108. A study was completed last fall that measured the alloca­
tion of resources to the District Courts in relation to their workload. 
As had long been suspected, some courts seem to have been better 
treated by the budgeting authorities than others with roughly the same 
amount of work.
109. In 1972 at the request of the justices a study was made of 
court house security measures in effect in the various states. From this 
has developed requests to all the courts to develop security plans and 
report them to this office which will proffer such advice and help as 
it can.
1 10. The Office of the Executive Secretary filed a package of 
12 bills for the 1973 legislative session. The proposed legislation con­
cerned such matters as removal of the three person limit on the staff 
of the Executive Secretary and expanding the duties of the office; 
expanding the powers and duties of the Chief Justice of the Superior 
Court; providing for trial without jury in the first instance in eminent 
domain cases; expanding the administrative staff of the Chief Judge of 
the Probate Courts; authorizing the use of facilities approved by the 
Supreme Judicial Court for storage of old court records; permitting 
use of first class mail in the process of serving juror summonses; and 
several amendments to the judges' pension law.
111. The role of the Office of the Executive Secretary with re­
gard to legislative matters will be expanding in the future because of 
the action taken by the Judicial Conference reported in paragraph 37 
of this report. A substantial staff effort will be required to do this job.
1 12. The Supreme Judicial Court has adopted a new rule, Su­
preme Judicial Court Rule 3:23, dealing with the exercise of the in­
herent powers of the courts under the landmark decision in O’Coin's, 
Inc. v. Treasurer of the County of Worcester, 1972 A. S. 1631. which 
held that a judge may bind a county contractually for expenses rea­
sonably necessary for the operation of his court and may issue an or­
der for payment of the obligation. To insure that these inherent pow­
ers are exercised responsibly the court adopted Rule 3:23.
113. The Rule establishes standards and designates judicial of­
ficers who must approve in writing any such exercise of inherent pow­
ers by a judge: for the Appeals Court, its Chief Justice, loi the Superi­
or Court, its Chief Justice; for the District Courts, their Chief Justice; 
for the Boston Municipal Court, its Chief Justice; tor the Probate
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Courts, their Chief Judge; for the Land Court, its Judge; and for all 
other courts, the Chief Justice of the Supreme Judicial Court. Copies 
of requests for written approval and such approvals must be filed with 
the Executive Secretary.
114. Fiscal 1972 was the second year in which the Chief Jus­
tice of the District Courts had the assistance of an Administrative Of­
fice to assist him in exercising his powers of general superintendence 
of the District Courts. Staffed with five professionals, the office serves 
him in a general staff capacity, and has also concentrated in several 
specific areas.
115. The office has helped plan and execute three regional pro­
grams for District Court judges, each program having been presented 
on three weekends. Concentration was on the criminal law, and more 
such conferences are planned for the future. A meeting of Justices is 
also being planned in order to bring together those District Court 
judges having administrative responsibilities in their courts. A week­
end conference of all District Court clerks has also been held in coop­
eration with the association of Clerks of District and Municipal 
Courts, and was very successful. The office has also helped establish a 
pre-service training program for all new judges, consisting of two 
weeks of joint sitting with more experienced colleagues and several 
seminar sessions. The development of a District Court benchbook is 
also underway.
116. The Administrative Office has also rendered substantial 
staff assistance to the committee of four judges and two clerks that has 
been appointed to investigate alternative means of preserving testi­
mony in District Court proceedings. An interim report has been ren­
dered that demonstrates the tremendous amount of work that has 
been devoted to insuring that an appropriate means of transcribing 
District Court proceedings will become a reality.
117. A third area of concentration has been the development of 
performance standards for the seventy-two District Courts of the 
Commonwealth. Now just getting underway, this project seeks to 
achieve the definition of desirable performance levels in a large num­
ber of District Court activities. It also contemplates an organized at­
tack on the problem of making uniform the forms in use throughout 
the District Courts.
118. Other more general activities of the office include render­
ing counsel to the Chief Justice on questions of law that arise out of 
the administration of the District Courts; assisting him in keeping the 
District Courts apprised of changes in laws affecting them; preparing 
drafts of Rules, Administrative Regulations and proposed legislation; 
collecting statistics from the courts, and working on many shorter 
term projects. Ongoing efforts have also been directed toward work-
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ing with the Governor’s Committee on Law Enforcement and Admin­
istration of Criminal Justice in order to develop a computerized sys­
tem for providing more detailed information on the flow of criminal 
cases in the District Courts.
PHYSICAL FACILITIES
119. As last year’s annual report indicated, persons within the 
court system overwhelmingly consider the inadequacy of court house 
facilities to be a matter of immediate attention. Because the problem 
is so acute, the Massachusetts Court Management Survey staff submit­
ted for consideration by the Committee on Law Enforcement and the 
Administration of Criminal Justice a draft proposal for a statewide 
facilities study. No action was taken on this proposal.
120. A more limited proposal, however, was later submitted. 
As a result, the Committee on Law Enforcement and the Administra­
tion of Criminal Justice made a grant award to the Supreme Judicial 
Court through the Executive Secretary’s office to undertake a study of 
court facilities in the Suffolk County Court House and of records 
management throughout the state. The study began early in January 
under the direction of Doctor Michael Wong, a space management 
consultant and architect who directed the very successful Foley 
Square Project in New York.
121. In brief, the study will include the following:
(1) Analysis of present and projected space needs in the Suffolk 
County Court House with immediate attention to the urgent 
needs of the Appeals Court, the Boston Housing Court, the Supe­
rior Court's jury pool and the location of a centralized electronic 
data processing center for the entire judicial system. Recommen­
dations on these specific items will be submitted by early May;
(2) Development of short-term and long-term recommendations for 
the space needs of the Suffolk County Court House. This phase 
of the project will likely extend through the calendar year 1973;
(3) Evaluation of alternatives for meeting these needs, including spe­
cific evaluation of the expected recommendations of the City of 
Boston financed study by Universal Engineering, Inc.,
(4) Study of security, safety, sanitation and health conditions in the 
Suffolk County Court House and the development ot standards in 
this area;
(5) State-wide study of problems associated with court records storage,
(6) D evelopm ent of  a “ m ethodology" for use in assessing court space 
needs th roughou t the C om m onw ealth .
122. The Special Legislative Commission on Court House Fa­
cilities issued an interim report on the Suffolk County Court House in
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December, 1968. That report was basically a recapitulation of testi­
mony offered at a public hearing and did not include any professional 
evaluation of that testimony.
The same Commission received a space study report from 
the Canadian engineering firm of Huza-Thibault-Borek in June, 
1970. However, that report has been subjected to serious criticism 
and, indeed, the passage of time has shown some of its basic projec­
tions to be clearly erroneous.
123. More recently, the City of Boston has hired the firm of 
Universal Engineering, Inc., to determine the amount of space that 
could be made available by renovation and expansion of existing 
court facilities. That project, however, does not include within its 
scope any in-depth calculation of present or future space needs.
124. Therefore, despite all previous studies, a study of the sort 
to be done by Dr. Wong’s group, Space Management Consultants, is 
essential to planning properly for necessary court facilities in Suffolk 
County.
125. No such study can prove successful without the complete 
cooperation of all courts concerned and their related agencies. The 
Supreme Judicial Court has agreed to exercise its supervisory and in­
herent powers of superintendence to carry into execution those recom­
mendations of Space Management Consultants which it approves and 
accepts. Also each court and court-related agency housed in the Suf­
folk County Court House, the Massachusetts Defenders Committee, 
the City of Boston, and the organized bar associations have been 
urged to give their utmost cooperation in this project, and all have 
already designated a person to represent them for the purposes of 
coordination and liaison with the project.
126. Under the supervision of the office of the Executive Secre­
tary, actual interviews and general information gathering have contin­
ued throughout the early months of 1973. The first interim recom­
mendations, concerning the Appeals Court quarters, were made in 
February to avoid any delay in construction work to be done on those 
quarters. As a result, the Superior Court Jury Pool will temporarily be 
moved from the fifteenth floor of the New Court House to the third 
floor mezzanine and the displaced Superior Court Officers will be 
moved to the seventh floor mezzanine.
127. A report on the first phase of the project will be issued 
early in May. A second report will be made at the end of August and 
a final report issued at the end of 1973.
128. It is important to note that the Office of the Executive 
Secretary, in conducting this study has been acting as the administra­
tive agency for the Supreme Judicial Court with regard to court house 
planning throughout the state. It is hoped that, upon its completion,
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the Suffolk County Court House Facilities Study will be of substantial 
use in future court house facilities planning.
B a r n s t a b l e  C o u n t y
129. Work on renovations, alterations and a small addition to 
the Barnstable “Old Court House,” now designated as the Superior 
Court House, was started in the spring of 1972 and court functions 
were curtailed from June through October. The work of the general 
contractor was completed in January 1973. Some of the furnishings 
have not yet been delivered, but all offices attached to the Superior 
Court are functional. It is expected that there will be little further in­
convenience to court personnel or the public.
130. With the completion of the new Second District Court 
House in Orleans (opened November 22, 1970) and the new First Dis­
trict Court House in Barnstable (opened September 20, 1971) as well 
as alterations to the Superior Court House, the county commissioners 
believe that they have alleviated the need for expanded court facilities 
and do not have any plans for additional work.
B e r k s h i r e  C o u n t y
131. Construction is still proceeding on an addition to the pres­
ent District Court and Registry of Deeds buildings in Pittsfield. The 
addition includes a new courtroom which will be able to accommo­
date six-man jury trials, ten to twelve additional offices that can be 
used for expansion of a probation officers’ department and providing 
office space for probation officers in juvenile cases. Some space will 
probably be assigned to the Massachusetts Public Defenders’ office in 
Berkshire County. It is expected that the addition will be completed 
during the summer of 1973.
132. No improvements of court house facilities anywhere else 
in the county have been made despite recurring complaints from Wil- 
liamstown, Adams and North Adams about inadequate facilities. A 
bill is before the Legislature, however, to borrow money for planning 
and construction for the District Court in a new city hall in North 
Adams.
B r i s t o l  C o u n t y
133. St. 1971, c. 1068, established the Bristol County Court 
House Board to make a study of improving the present facilities in 
Fall River, New Bedford, and Taunton and to study the possibility of 
building a centralized court house at a site to be selected by the 
Board. The Board reported in the spring of 1972.
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134. The report proposed several alternatives:
(1) Expand all three court houses to serve all Probate Court, Superi­
or Court and closely related functions for their portion of the 
county.
(2) Expand the Taunton Court House to serve all functions of a cen­
tralized court house except that the Fall River and New Bedford 
court houses would retain a probate courtroom, a Superior Court 
non-jury courtroom, a law library and registry of deeds.
(3) The New Bedford Court House would serve all functions of a 
centralized court house except the Fall River and Taunton court 
houses would retain a probate courtroom, a superior non-jury 
court room, a law library and a registry of deeds. The Registry of 
Probate and County Treasurer’s office would remain in Taunton.
(4) Expand the Fall River Court House to serve all functions of a 
centralized court house except that the New Bedford and Taun­
ton court houses would retain a probate court, a superior court 
non-jury courtroom, a law library and registry of deeds. The 
County Treasurer’s office would remain in Taunton.
(5) The Taunton court house would be expanded to serve all func­
tions of a centralized court house.
(6) The Fall River Court House would be expanded to serve all func­
tions of a centralized court house.
(7) Construction of a new centralized court house at a readily acces­
sible expressway site.
135. Of these alternatives only 1, 5, 6 and 7 were given in- 
depth consideration in the report. Pursuant to this report, a number of 
bills have been filed in the legislature for construction of new facili­
ties or renovation of existing buildings.
136. The New Bedford Superior Court House was renovated to 
improve the chambers of the Justices.
137. With the expansion of the district court house in Attleboro, 
the Probate Court Justice is considering holding regular sessions in 
that building.
138. The district court house in Fall River is in the process of 
being remodeled to provide adequate office space for the Juvenile 
Court Probation Office and for the court psychiatric clinic. Two small 
hearing rooms will be established, one for the regular use of the Juve­
nile Court and the other to be assigned. The main court room is being 
renovated with carpeting, a lowered ceiling, acoustical treatment of 
the walls, and installation of a loud speaker and recording system.
139. Fegislation was also filed by the county commissioners to 
expand the Fall River District Court House and build a new Third 
District Court House at a site to be determined later.
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D u k e s  C o u n t y
140. There have been no changes in the one courtroom court 
house at Edgartown shared by the Superior, Probate and District 
Courts. The county commissioners have no immediate plans for any 
renovation or expansion of the court facilities and have made no pro­
vision for funds.
E ssex  C o u n t y
141. The 1972 session of the Legislature authorized a bond is­
sue of $400,000 to repair and renovate the deplorable Salem Superior 
Court House, St. 1972, c. 468. The renovation will include roofing, 
painting, plumbing, the electrical system and the elevators. The archi­
tect has been chosen and work is expected to be completed in late 
1973 or early 1974.
142. The 1972 session of the Legislature also authorized a 
budget amount of $100,000 to repair and renovate the Newburyport 
Superior Court House. The architect has been chosen and the contract 
awarded. The estimated completion date for this project is July 1973.
143. All outside work has been completed (painting, facing, 
roofing) on the $300,000 renovation of the Lawrence Superior Court 
House. The interior work is expected to be completed in July 1973.
144. Construction is continuing on a combination police station 
and court house for the Gloucester District Court. The county entered 
into a joint agreement with the City of Gloucester for this project and 
the completion date is estimated to be sometime in June 1973.
145. The present facilities for the Lirst District Court in Salem 
are not adequate for the needs of the court. Legislation has been filed 
for the construction and equipping of a new court house. This bill has 
been enacted into law.
146. The facilities for the District Court of Peabody are rented 
from a private owner in the City of Peabody. As the building does not 
meet the increasing needs of the court, legislation has been filed for 
the construction of a new court house.
147. Usable space is severely restricted for the district courts in 
Anresbury, Newburyport, and Ipswich, all of which utilize facilities 
rented from their respective towns or cities. The county commis­
sioners consider these buildings to be adequate and have filed no 
legislation.
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F r a n k l i n  C o u n t y
148. Quarters for the District Court of Eastern Franklin have 
been relocated to 34 North Main Street, Orange. Authorization has 
been given for the installation of air-conditioning in the District Court 
of Franklin at Greenfield.
H a m p d e n  C o u n t y
149. St. 1971, c. 1112, authorized the county commissioners to 
construct a new building with facilities for the courts and various 
county departments and to renovate the existing Superior Court build­
ing. The new Springfield facilities will be for the Superior Court, the 
District Court of Springfield, the Probate Court, the Registry of 
Deeds, the Registry of Probate and various county departments. It is 
expected that the existing Superior Court building will be renovated 
for use by the Juvenile Court of Springfield or other county purposes. 
The county is authorized to borrow up to $15 million for this project.
150. The contract for relocation of utilities was awarded Janu­
ary 3, 1973 and ground was broken for this relocation on February 
22. It is anticipated that the general contract will go out to bid in the 
early spring and that the contract will be awarded before the end 
of May.
151. Both district courts at Palmer and Chicopee are reported 
to need substantially more space than they presently have.
H a m p s h i r e  C o u n t y
152. A Court House Building Committee was appointed early 
in 1972 with instructions to bring in plans for the renovation and 
expansion of courthouse facilities in Northampton.
153. The Legislature passed a $3,300,000 bond issue authoriz­
ing Hampshire County to construct and renovate new Superior Court, 
District Court, Probate Court, Registry of Deeds and probation office 
facilities. St. 1972, c. 454. The architectural plans have been com­
pleted and have been submitted to the Bureau of Building Construction. 
They were scheduled to be advertised for bid in March, 1973, and it 
is expected that it will take approximately two years to complete the 
project.
154. The plans provide for the relocation of the present Regis­
try of Deeds, County Extension Office and Probate Court into new 
expanded facilities on King Street. It is then proposed to tie together, 
by means of an overhead corridor and tower, the present court house 
and the Hall of Records, to build an extension on the back of the Hall
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of Records, and the combined buildings will then provide two Supe­
rior Court courtrooms on the top floor with Superior Court probation 
offices and court clerks’ offices on the same floor adjacent to the 
courtrooms. Provision is also made for the District Court on the sec­
ond floor including three courtrooms and expanded probation offices. 
The District Attorney and Grand Jury Room will be on the ground 
floor.
M id d l e s e x  C o u n t y
155. Construction is continuing on the East Cambridge court 
house complex. This seemingly endless project was begun in 1963 at 
an estimated cost of $16 million. In January of 1972, the county 
commissioners were authorized by St. 1972, c. 4, to borrow the last 
$17.5 million which is said to be needed to finish the approximately 
$65 million structure.
156. On February 1, 1972, a contract was awarded to a con­
struction company to complete the building. The contract provided 
500 days for the completion of all work specified and work com­
menced on February 14, 1972. The anticipated date of completion 
was scheduled for June 30, 1973. It is now anticipated that work will 
not be completed earlier than November of 1973.
157. It is expected that upon completion of the project there 
will exist a serious problem due to lack of parking facilities. Because 
original plans to raze the old court house and Registry of Deeds have 
been dropped due to the incredible rise in costs, no provisions have 
been made for parking. The increase in activity expected with the new 
building will probably further aggravate the problem.
158. Concord’s new district court house was completed on Sep­
tember 8, 1972. The new building was visited by a representative of 
the Executive Secretary’s office. It is extremely attractive and the 
courtrooms provide a model for acoustical design that should be uti­
lized in future court houses. The pictures which follow give interior 
views of a courtroom and the lobby.
159. Additions and alterations to the Fowell District Court 
were completed November 21, 1972. The work included interior re­
decoration and exterior restoration.
160. The repairs and alterations on the Malden District Court 
House are expected to be completed in the spring of 1973.
N a n t u c k e t  C o u n t y
161. The county acquired new court facilities in 1966 and this 
office has received no complaints concerning their adequacy.
N ew Con co rd  D i s t r ic t Cou rt  Ho u s e —  Foyer
N ew  Concord  D istrict  Cou rt  Ho u s e —  Court  Room  N o . 1
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N o r f o l k  C o u n t y
162. The need for additional space in the Dedham courts is still 
reported to be critical. It is now two years since a study recommended 
construction of a new Superior Court building with use of the old 
building for expanded activities of the Probate and District Courts. 
The court house was last renovated in 1895.
163. There was a hearing on February 28. 1973, before the 
Committee on Counties concerning House Bill No. 3910 which calls 
for construction of a new court house in Dedham. In the open execu­
tive session which followed the day’s hearing, the Committee voted to 
hold the bill and said that it would be necessary to communicate with 
the Chief Justice of the Superior Court and other judicial officials.
164. Further delay on this necessary project will simply add to 
the expense of the construction as building costs continue to escalate 
each year.
P l y m o u t h  C o u n t y
165. The additions and alterations to the Superior Court House 
in Brockton have been completed, including the upgrading of the four 
judges’ lobbies.
166. Construction will soon begin on an addition to the district 
court house in Hingham. St. 1972, c. 627. The architect has been 
named and various preliminary problems are being resolved before 
the matter can be put to bid.
167. The county commissioners recently signed a new lease 
with the Selectmen of Wareham which provides for two additional 
rooms for the Fourth District Court of Plymouth. Also a bill has been 
filed for funds to build a new court house for the Fourth District 
Court, centrally located in the Rochester-Wareham area. Under the 
provision of St. 1970, c. 663, land has been purchased in the Town of 
Rochester for this purpose.
168. Two bills have also been filed for acquisition of land for 
parking areas adjacent to the Brockton District Court and to the Ply­
mouth Court House.
169. The county commissioners are seeking authorization to 
have a study made of the complex of court facilities — Superior, Pro­
bate, and District — with related offices in the Town of Plymouth.
170. The county commissioners and the treasurer have moved 
into new offices in Plymouth, relieving the crowded conditions in the 
court house to some extent so that the Clerk of Courts will be able to 
move into the Treasurer's old office. This change will provide larger 
and more adequate quarters and two vaults for storage. The old coun­
ty commissioners’ office is being remodelled into a small courtroom or 
hearing room.
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S u f f o l k  C o u n t y
171. A great deal of activity has been going on with regard to 
studying the many problems of the Suffolk County Court House. 
These problems reached crisis proportions with the creation of the 
Appeals Court and the Boston Housing Court, both of which are lo­
cated in the New Court House.
172. The Public Facilities Department of the City of Boston is 
now preparing documents for the replacement of the roof of the Old 
Court House. Also funds have been allocated for the repair of the ex­
terior masonry of the New Court House. Upon completion of the lat­
ter job, the unsightly wooden structures around the New Court House 
will be removed.
173. A bill has been filed under which the state would pay 
75% of the Suffolk County Court House costs instead of the current 
30% and the City of Boston's 70% share would be reduced to 25%. 
This is a highly desirable change that should be adopted. The current 
appointment of costs is not at all representative of the current utiliza­
tion of court house space.
174. A rehabilitation of the East Boston District Court has 
been completed. The project provided additional space for the clerical 
staff of the court.
175. The Public Facilities Department is also considering plans 
for renovation of the South Boston District Court’s quarters.
176. The District Courts in Chelsea, Charlestown and West 
Roxbury still have serious inadequacies in their facilities. The Chelsea 
facilities, in particular, are totally dilapidated and should be replaced.
W o r c e s t e r  C o u n t y
177. New district court houses in Clinton and Dudley were 
completed on April 27, 1972 and May 4, 1972 respectively.
178. The Athol District Court has been transferred to a new 
site. The Legislature has authorized the county commissioners to bor­
row money for the preparation of plans and for the acquisition of land 
for a court house for the First District Court of Northern Worcester 
(Gardner-Athol) and for a court house for the Fitchburg District 
Court. St. 1972, c. 629.
179. The current facilities of the Fitchburg District Court are 
reported to be completely inadequate, and, it is hoped, that with legis­
lative authorization, suitable quarters will be made available as quick­
ly as possible.
180. The Central District Court of Worcester and the District 
Court of Winchendon are reported to be badly overcrowded.
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181. A bill has again been filed to construct a Juvenile Court 
House in the City of Worcester to house the Worcester Juvenile Court 
which was created in 1969. The court is currently located in a rented 
house with an inadequate amount of space.
LIBRARIES
182. Concern with the condition of the county law libraries 
continues as no substantial improvement in these libraries is discern­
ible. With but few exceptions there has been no attempt to modernize 
the collections during the period of this report. Notwithstanding the 
substantial increase in the cost of maintenance of the existing holdings 
and the need for new and costly services the appropriations for these 
institutions have remained relatively stable over the last several years. 
In most instances this has compelled a curtailment of the upkeep of 
important parts of the library on the one hand and has made it impos­
sible to provide new and essential materials on the other.
183. A common law system of jurisprudence looks to other 
such jurisdictions for precedent. When the laws of these states are not 
available to the county courts an important part of the decision­
making process is absent. This imposes a special burden on the courts 
where under the provisions of G. L. c. 233, § 70, they must take judi­
cial notice of these laws. Moreover, whereas the litigants must gener­
ally bring the court's attention to the foreign law, if the county librar­
ies do not have the reports and statutes or where they are out of date, 
it is the litigants who are likely to be denied justice.
184. The absence of up to date sources of basic law imposes an 
additional burden on the litigants and the courts where the case de­
pends on the interpretation of one of the many uniform laws adopted 
by the Commonwealth. In these cases precedent from the jurisdictions 
that have also adopted the statute is considered very persuasive, if not 
binding on our courts.
185. It seems apparent that it is in the best interest of the resi­
dents of the several counties and the courts that must administer jus­
tice in those counties that the law libraries are brought up to a mini­
mum standard and that they are maintained as effective repositories 
of the law.
COMMENTS ON THE VARIOUS COURTS 
S u p r e m e  J u d i c i a l  C o u r t
186. With the retirements of Associate Justice R. Ammi Cutter 
in June, 1972, and of Associate Justice Jacob J. Spiegel in October, 
1972, there occurred two vacancies which were filled by the appoint­
ments of Professor Benjamin Kaplan of Cambridge and Herbert P. 
Wilkins, Esq., of Concord.
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187. Justices Cutter and Spiegel had served the court with dis­
tinction for over fifteen and eleven years respectively. Appointed on 
September 21, 1972, Justice Kaplan has brought to the court from the 
Harvard Law School a wealth of legal scholarship. Justice Wilkins, 
son of the late Chief Justice Raymond S. Wilkins, has had an exten­
sive and active practice in the appellate and trial courts of the Com­
monwealth. He was appointed on November 6 , 1972.
188. It is interesting to note that in a period of about three 
years six out of the seven justices have been appointed to vacancies on 
the court, all of them by Governor Sargent.
189. Judge Spalding has continued to serve as a master in post­
conviction cases and other assignments, relieving the court in its single 
justice work. Judge Cutter similarly has served on various assign­
ments, including one from the United States Supreme Court.
190. Miss Ruth I. Abrams, appointed as an Associate Justice of 
the Superior Court, has been succeeded in the office of Special Coun­
sel to the Justice by Daniel J. Johnedis, Esq. In addition to the re­
sponsibility for examination of records and briefs on appeal and prep­
aration of digests for the justices prior to argument he has, with Fred­
erick J. Quinlan, Clerk of the Supreme Judicial Court for the Com­
monwealth, assisted the court in the screening of appeals to and from 
the Appeals Court.
191. Although the new screening process does require addition­
al time and effort on the part of the justices, the Appeals Court has 
brought a substantial and welcome measure of relief to the court in its 
appellate work.
192. It is estimated that in the court year of 1972-1973 there 
will be 188 decisions, exclusive of advisory opinions, as compared 
with 414 in the previous year. While quantity is not necessarily a 
mark of quality, the length of recent opinions in important and com­
plicated cases is an indication that the court is now better able to give 
exhaustive treatment to such cases than it formerly was.
193. The court in recognition of its responsibility of superin­
tendence of the court system and of the need for more active dis­
charge of that responsibility has undertaken through the designation 
of each associate justice to a particular field of administrative work to 
keep itself informed of the problems of the system and to determine 
the policies to be executed by its administrative officers.
194 In addition to the attention given to the study of the 
American Bar Association Canons of Judicial Conduct which resulted 
in the adoption of the Code of Judicial Conduct, previously described 
in this report, the court has completed its work on other major rule 
making tasks and has under active consideration certain others.
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195. Effective October 2, 1972, S. J. C. Rule 3:22 Canons of 
Ethics and Disciplinary Rules Regulating the Practice of Law was 
adopted by the court. With a few amendments the Canons are those 
appearing in the American Bar Association’s “Code of Professional 
Responsibility and Canons of Judicial Ethics” (1970).
196. Following the decision in O’Coin’s, Inc. vs. Treasurer of 
the County of Worcester, Mass. Adv. Sh. (1972) 1631, the court 
adopted Rule 3:23 Certain Contracts by Judicial Officer. This rule 
may be described briefly as a requirement of complete exhaustion of 
remedies before the power of a judge may be invoked to incur finan­
cial obligations not otherwise provided for by law. Procedures for 
seeking approval from the appropriate judicial officer, as he is de­
fined. are provided in the Rule.
197. Having approved the Rules of Practice and Procedure 
before the Appeals Court, the court on November 27, 1972, adopted
S. J. C. Rule 3:24 Rules for the Appellate Review of Cases within the 
Concurrent Jurisdiction of the Appeals Court and the Supreme Judi­
cial Court. The Rule requires the entry of all such cases in the Ap­
peals Court and defines the procedure thereafter to be followed in 
seeking direct appellate review by the Supreme Judicial Court. Also 
covered by the Rule are provisions for Direct Appellate Review either 
by action of two justices or on certification of the Appeals Court and 
the procedure for seeking further appellate review by the Supreme 
Judicial Court.
198. In order to add the Appeals Court to the provisions of 
three S. J. C. Rules, the court adopted amendments to S. J. C. Rule 
3:07 Records of the Supreme Judicial Court and of the Superior 
Court — Form, Style, and Size of Papers, S. J. C. Rule 3:13 Mainte­
nance of Appointment Docket and S. J. C. Rule 3:16 Judicial 
Conference.
199. The court also examined and approved Rules and Forms 
of the Housing Court of the City of Boston.
200. Although fewer appeals were entered during the court 
year than previously, there was a substantial increase in the number of 
opinions. Including seven advisory opinions, there were 421 opinions 
in 1971-1972 as compared with 340 in 1970-197 1.
201. The large volume of cases caused a further increase in the 
number of days required for the disposition of appeals from the date 
of entry in the clerk’s office to consideration by the court (the day of 
argument or submission on briefs), and from consideration to decision 
by the court.
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A v e r a g e  A v e r a g e  A v e r a g e
D a y s  f r o m  D a y s  f r o m  D a y s  f r o m
E t o C  C  t o  D  E t o D
1971 ............................ 148.21 58.42 206.63
1972 ............................ 152.35 67.31 219.66
202. With the reduction in the appellate case load caused by 
the establishment of the Appeals Court, the trend of increase in delay 
in reaching cases for argument in the full court will be reversed.
203. Attention must be given to cutting down the time con­
sumed in perfecting appeals after decision in the trial courts. Greater 
diligence on the part of all concerned, judges, lawyers, court stenog­
raphers, and clerks, is necessary so that the period from the time of ver­
dict or decision in the trial court throughout the entire appellate proc­
ess to decision by the appellate court may be shortened and brought 
within reasonable limits.
A p p e a l s  C o u r t
204. Recognizing the compelling need for relief for the justices 
of the Supreme Judicial Court, the Legislature passed and the Gover­
nor approved the legislation creating the Appeals Court. G. L. c. 
21 1 A, inserted by St. 1972, c. 740. The act became effective on Au­
gust 16, 1972, at which time the appointments to the bench of the 
court were submitted to the Executive Council by Governor Sargent.
205. Associate Justice Allan M. Hale of the Superior Court was 
named as Chief Justice of the Appeals Court. The five Associate Jus­
tices named were Associate Justice David A. Rose of the Supeiioi 
Court, Judge Edmund V. Keville of the Probate Court for Suffolk 
County, Reuben Goodman, Esq.. Donald R. Grant, Esq., and Chris­
topher J. Armstrong, Esq.
206. The quality of these appointments is excellent. The court 
is fortunate in starting off in life with judges of varying backgrounds 
in the law and of wide experience either in practice or on the bench or 
both. All six judges were sworn in by the Governor on October 6 ,
1972.
207. The justices, with encouragement and assistance from the 
justices of the Supreme Judicial Court, were ready by November 13, 
1 9 7 0  (q sit to hear arguments of their first cases. The first panel con­
sisted of Chief Justice Hale and Justices Keville and Grant; the second 
panel, sitting the week of November 20, 1972, of Justices Rose, 
Goodman, and Armstrong.
908. Offices for the justices and their secretarial staff, a library 
and consultation room were provided on the fifteenth floor of the new 
court house by the use of one jury assembly room and the rooms for­
merly used for the overnight accommodation of jurors. The court was
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given the use of the courtroom on the tenth floor of the building where 
the single justice session of the Supreme Judicial Court had been held.
209. Space for the assistant clerks and the clerical staff was 
provided in the offices of John E. Powers, Clerk of the Supreme Judi­
cial Court for the County of Suffolk, also Clerk of the Appeals Court.
210. Plans for the thorough remodelling of the fifteenth floor 
are about ready. The jury assembly function will be temporarily ac­
commodated on the third mezzanine floor of the new building. The 
remodelling will occur during the summer months in order to cause as 
little inconvenience to the court as possible.
211. Reporting for the court on its operations from August 16, 
1972, through December 31, 1972, Mr. Powers states that 176 cases 
were entered, 140 in the first instance and 36 by transfer from the 
Supreme Judicial Court.
212. By late December, 1972, the court released its first six 
opinions and has continued to hear arguments on about 40 cases each 
month and to write opinions. The statistics for the above period ap­
pear in Appendix 11 of this report.
213. The speed and efficiency with which the court was orga­
nized, housed, and made ready for its judicial business do credit to all 
members of the executive and judicial departments who played a part 
in the work.
214. As was intended, the court has brought substantial relief 
to the justices of the Supreme Judicial Court and will continue to do 
so, at the same time permitting a faster and less expensive method of 
appellate review for many litigants in both civil and criminal cases.
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t
215. In the earlier section of this report under the heading De­
lay in Court the acute conditions existing in the Superior Court 
brought about by the shortage of judges and the inadequacy of facili­
ties are dealt with at length. It would be comforting to believe that 
with the newly appointed judges now at work an attack could be suc­
cessfully mounted on the civil and criminal backlog.
216. The best opinion of persons familiar with the problems of 
the Superior Court is, however, that its resources still fall far short of 
providing the manpower required for such an attack.
217. With the enactment of the recent Constitutional Amend­
ment requiring the retirement of justices at age seventy, and normal 
retirements and appointments to other federal and state courts, fifteen 
vacancies have occurred on the Superior Court Bench during the past 
year. These vacancies have been filled by the following appointments:
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N a m e D a te  o f  I n d u c t i o n
John J. McNaught 
George J. Hayer 
Ruth I. Abrams 
Kent B. Smith 
James P. Lynch, Jr. 
Raymond R. Cross 
Arthur M. Mason 
Harry Zarrow 
Eileen P. Griffin 
Roger J. Donahue 
James P. McGuire 
Robert J. Hallisey 
David S. Nelson 
Samuel Adams 
John P. Sullivan
September 11, 1972 
September 11, 1972 
September 11, 1972 
November 27, 1972 
November 15, 1972 
February 9, 1973
February 8 , 1973 
February 8 , 1973
February 9, 1973
February 15,1973 
February 16, 1973 
February 27, 1973 
March 16, 1973
April 3, 1973 
April 17, 1973
218. Each of the newly appointed justices of the Superior Court 
has been inducted by Chief Justice McLaughlin in the county of his or 
her residence. Formerly, inductions were held normally in Boston. In 
order to emphasize the statewide jurisdiction of the Superior Court, 
the Chief Justice has broken with tradition and presided over these 
induction ceremonies from the “Berkshires to the Cape.
219. The inadequacy of judicial resources continues to be the 
major need of the Superior Court. Despite increasing case loads and 
increased complexity of cases, the Legislature has not acted to create 
new Superior Court judgeships. Nor has the Legislature acted to ame­
liorate the woefully inadequate facilities of the Superior Court in sev­
eral counties.
220. During a period where many judgeships were vacant and 
awaiting new appointees, the Chief Justice has been compelled to as­
sign more and more of the available judicial resources to the criminal 
business of the court. In the fall, it is anticipated that the Chief Justice 
will have a full complement of judges for the first time since he took 
office. At that time, the court will once again be in a position to de­
vote substantial resources to the civil side.
221. Ten of the newly appointed justices will be attending the 
National College of the State Judiciary during the summer months. 
The National College brings together judges from every corner of the 
nation for the purpose of studying and discussing the latest develop­
ments in fields of law, judicial ethics, courtroom procedures and tech­
niques, and modern judicial administration.
222. Justice Edward F. Hennessey, of the Supreme Judicial 
Court, in conjunction with Chief Justice McLaughlin is presenting a 
series of Monday afternoon seminars for the newly appointed justices 
of the Superior Court. The purpose of these seminars is to assist jus-
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tices in assuming their new duties and responsibilities on the bench. 
Emphasis is placed on the day-to-day procedural problems and tech­
niques faced by the trial judge.
223. In response to the many changes and complexities of the 
modern law, the C hief Justice has established a program of continuing 
education for the justices of the Superior Court. Last fall and again 
this spring weekend conferences were held at the Northfield Inn in 
Northfield, Massachusetts. Some of the topics discussed by experts in 
their respective fields were criminal law, constitutional law, sentenc­
ing, American Bar Association Standards of Criminal Justice, due 
process of law, comparative negligence, evidence, and federal and 
state relationships. The judges participated in seminars, discussion 
groups, and a lull-day Sentencing Clinic. The response of the court to 
these conferences has been very enthusiastic. The justices of a circuit 
court greatly appreciate the opportunity to meet and discuss mutual 
problems.
224. The Superior Court has completed its design of a Case 
Management System. The purpose of this system is to apply modern 
management techniques including the use of a computer and remote 
teleprocessing terminals to facilitate the flow of cases through the 
Superior Court. In conjunction with the Governor’s Committee on 
Law Enforcement and Administration of Criminal Justice, Chief Jus­
tice McLaughlin intends to establish a statewide management system 
which will be of service to the court, clerks, district attorneys, mem­
bers of the bar, and the public. Manual implementation of this system 
will commence in Norfolk County later this year. According to pres­
ent planning, the Data Processing System will commence operation 
sometime in the latter part of 1974.
225. In conjunction with the implementation of the Case Man­
agement System, the Supreme Judicial Court has directed that a Judi­
cial Data Processing Center be established under the aegis of the of­
fice of the Executive Secretary. This center will provide data process­
ing services, technical support, and coordination for most of the data 
processing requirements of the Judicial Branch of the government. 
The Superior Court Case Management System will be one of the first 
major applications of the center, and members of the staff of the Su­
perior Court are working closely with the office of the Executive Sec­
retary in the establishment of this center.
226. The management of jurors in Suffolk County has been 
automated. Under a new statute, jurors summonses are prepared by 
computer and mailed to the jurors. The juror lists (for use in the 
courtrooms), the attendance forms, ballots, and payrolls are now pre­
pared by machine. The office of the Chief Justice is being provided 
with statistics on the utilization of jurors in the courtrooms and in the 
jury pool. This system has already resulted in substantia] financial sav-
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ings in Suffolk County. A feature of this system is its ability to be used 
in any county. A study is currently in progress by Norfolk County for 
the implementation of this system.
227. Michael F. Farrington, Esq., has joined the staff of the 
Chief Justice for the purpose of administering the system of bail 
commissioners and bail bondsmen. Because of the new bail laws, and 
the recent promulgation of comprehensive regulations governing 
bondsmen, commissioners, and surety agents, the court has greater 
responsibilities in the daily administration of the bail system. Mr. Far­
rington comes to the court with a substantial background and experi­
ence as the director of a Bail Project in the Suffolk County Jail.
228. Mrs. Patricia Bonelli has joined the staff of the Chief Jus­
tice as a budget administrator. In anticipation of the passage of a bill 
currently in the Legislature, Mrs. Bonelli is assembling the first com­
prehensive statewide budget for the Superior Court. Mrs. Bonelli had 
substantial experience in fiscal planning and management with Boston 
College Law School. An integrated budget for the Superior Court is 
an essential element in the statewide management and setting of prior­
ities by the Chief Justice.
229. The Superior Court is one of the few trial courts through­
out the country that provides a program of law clerks for its justices. 
However, law clerk assistance has been available generally only in the 
greater Boston area. With the assistance of the Governor’s Committee 
on Law Enforcement and Administration of Criminal Justice, region­
al offices consisting of two law clerks and one secretary will be avail­
able in the more remote areas. Portable dictating equipment also will 
be available to judges on circuit. In this way, the Superior Court is 
attempting to provide more uniform judicial resources throughout the 
Commonwealth.
L a n d  C o u r t
230. The constitutional amendment forcing the retirement of 
judges at age seventy required the retirement of Associate Judge Ed­
ward McPartlin, who has served faithfully and well for over twenty 
years.
231. Appointed to succeed him was Miss Marilyn M. Sullivan, 
an able and experienced conveyancer. The new judge will furnish 
fresh energy to the court in its specialized and painstaking work.
232. The facilities for the court in the old building must contin­
ue to be a handicap to the judges and their staff. There has been con­
siderable improvement in the appearance of the courtrooms and 
offices.
233. The lack of adequate and secure record storage capacity is 
but one of the difficulties faced by the court. If legislative action is
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taken to permit removal and storage of old records in a central facili­
ty, the court will be given partial relief from this serious storage 
problem.
234. Total cases entered rose from 5,229 in 1971 to 5,572 in 
1972. Total cases disposed of also increased in the same years from 
4,252 to 5,655. Dispositions in 1972 include 250 cases dismissed 
under Superior Court Rule 85 Dismissal of Old Cases and 438 cases 
dismissed for lack of prosecution.
H o u s i n g  C o u r t  o f  t h e  C i t y  o f  B o s t o n
235. Although the Housing Court had to relinquish its tempo­
rary occupancy of the single justice session courtroom on the tenth 
floor, it was moved across the hall into a superior court courtroom 
where it enjoys adequate facilities. The staff occupies offices on the 
same floor.
236. Under the energetic leadership of Judge Paul G. Garrity 
the court has been furnishing speedy and effective justice to litigants 
in large numbers. Housing code violation complaints constitute the 
bulk of its business but the court also handles a wide variety of land­
lord and tenant controversies.
237. With a fresh start in business the court has been able to 
adopt modern techniques. These include the use of electronic record­
ing of its proceedings, flat filing of records, and the use of dockets and 
forms that will be readily adaptable to data processing at some date in 
the future.
238. Recently, under strict regulations contained in an order of 
the Supreme Judicial Court, Channel 2 educational television was 
permitted to televise for rebroadcast proceedings in the court. Use of 
the cameras was permitted only with the written permission of all per­
sons in the courtroom.
239. Since the court was not in operation during the court year 
ending June 30, 1972, the Housing Court is omitted from the statistics 
in Appendix II of this report.
240. However, some indication of the volume of business of the 
court is given in the following table for the period from early Septem­
ber, 1972, through March, 1973.
E n t e r e d  D i s p o s e d  o f
Criminal complaints................  3,600 2,700
Sanitary, electricity 
and gas, building code 
violations
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Equity cases.............................  300 180
Rent board appeals,
Injunctions against 
evictions
Summary process cases.............  500 300
Total.......................................  4,400 3,180
These figures are approximations.
P r o b a t e  C o u r t s
241. The Probate Courts were hard hit by the loss of six experi­
enced judges, including Chief Judge John A. Costello, by virtue of the 
constitutional amendment. The other judges of probate were Walter 
L. Considine, F. Anthony Hanlon, George E. Rice, Carl E. Wahl- 
strom and Robert G. Wilson.
242. Appointed to succeed Chief Judge Costello was Judge 
Alfred L. Podolski, Judge of Probate for the County of Norfolk. The 
other vacancies were filled by the following appointments: Joseph P. 
Warner, Esq., to the Suffolk County Court, Andrea F. Nuciforo, 
Esq., to the Berkshire County Court, Ernest I. Rotenberg, Esq., to the 
Bristol County Court, Henry R. Mayo, Jr., Esq., to the Essex County 
Court, Francis W. Conlin, Esq., and Special Judge Gerald D. Mc- 
Lellan to the Worcester County Court.
243. Chief Judge Costello’s report for the calendar year 1971 
adds figures for that year to the 1960 and 1970 statistics previously 
supplied. For nine counties the figures are:
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  A d o p t i o n
Berkshire Bristol Essex Hampden Middlesex Norfolk Plymouth Suffolk Worcester
I960 76 116 256 195 628 285 1 18 449 282
1970 104 224 495 428 1,271 520 342 526 348
1971 109 243 453 404 1,168 535 358 537 653
L i b e l s  f o r  D i v o r c e
Berkshire Bristol Essex Hampden Middlesex Norfolk Plymouth Suffolk Worcester
1960 239 659 658 1.048 1,644 595 476 1,611 8 6 6
1970 499 1,471 1,591 1,958 4,123 1,495 1,241 2,514 2,230
1971 535 1,762 1,677 2 , 0 0 1 4,492 1,727 1,422 2,544 2,492
Total libels for divorce filed in all fourteen counties: 
1960 8,237
1970 18,290
1971 19,974
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P e t i t i o n s  in E q u i t y
Berkshire Bristol Essex Hampden Middlesex Norfolk Plymouth Suffolk Worcester
I960 23 18 25 47 69 52 24 95 53
1970 35 57 1 1 2  127 229 1 18 82 161 96
1971 38 108 134 100 247 165 91 204 1 15
For all counties the total rose 
from 1 . 1  18 in 1970 to 1 , 3 3 1  in 197 1
244. In 1960 all probate courts collected a total of fees of 
$622,137 .68; in 1970, $ 1.098,703.73; in 197 1 , $  1 ,237 ,362.28.
243. In 1970 probate judges sat in courts other than their own 
upon assignment of the Chief Judge 290 days; in 19 7 1 ,  3 1 4  days. The 
special judge sat 12 1  days in the four western counties in 1970; 137  
days in 19 7 1 .
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t s
246. As noted in paragraph 77 of this report the ranks of the 
District Courts were thinned by the mandatory retirement of nineteen 
justices and special justices. Almost all of the vacancies have been 
filled by the following appointments, which include appointments to 
vacancies occurring at about the time the constitutional amendment 
became effective and vacancies caused by promotions:
Salvatore E. Aloisi — Chelsea, Richard L. Banks — 
Roxbury, Arthur Sherman — East Cambridge, Morris N. Gould — 
Worcester, Joseph R. Nolan — Brighton, John C. Cratsley — Rox­
bury, James W. Bailey — East Cambridge, George N. Hurd, Jr. — 
Brockton, Robert A. Belmonte —  Marlborough, Andre A. Gelinas 
— Fitchburg, Matthew R. McCann — Leominster, Alphonse C. Tur- 
cotte — Chicopee, Thomas M. Newth — Lynn, Laval J. Leboeuf — 
Dudley, Samuel E. Zoll — Ipswich, Frank W. Kilburn — Nantucket, 
Lillian M. D’Ambrosio —  Chelsea, Louis J. Gonnella — Woburn, 
Leonard J. Mullen, Jr. — Somerville, M. Edward Viola, Jr. — Na­
tick, Lewis L. Whitman — Quincy, Ernest S. Hayeck — Worcester, 
Robert J. Moran — Palmer, George Bregianes — Springfield, Jack 
London — New Bedford.
247. A second full-time justice and a special justice have been 
added to the Brockton district court. St. 1972, c. 728.
248. Largely through federal funding the administrative staff of 
Chief Justice Flaschner has been expanded and the program of educa­
tional seminars for the judges continued. These and other activities in 
the district courts have been described in earlier sections of this 
report.
249. Due to a decrease in the entry of writs in motor vehicle 
tort cases total civil writs entered in the district courts declined from
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101,068 in 1971 to 92,331 in 1972. Again criminal complaints, in­
cluding criminal parking complaints, rose from 740,684 in 1971 to 
926,681 in 1972.
T h e  M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  C i t y  o f  B o s t o n
250. After more than forty-four years of service on the bench 
of the Municpal Court of the City of Boston, the last eighteen years as 
its Chief Justice, Chief Justice Elijah Adlow was forced to retire by 
the terms of the constitutional amendment. Also affected were Asso­
ciate Justice Daniel J. Gillen and Special Justices Thomas W. Hoag 
and Joseph Gorrasi.
251. Associate Justice Jacob Lewiton was appointed to fill the 
vacancy created by the retirement of Chief Justice Adlow. Gordon E. 
Doerfer, Esq., and Mario Umana, Esq., have been appointed as Asso­
ciate Justices.
252. The court’s civil entries, after deducting cases removed to 
the superior court and adding those transferred from the superior 
court, decreased slightly from 29,883 in 1971 to 29,743 in 1972. 
Tort entries dropped from 5,363 in 1971 to 4,605 in 1972, presum­
ably as a result of “no fault” insurance.
253. There was a slight increase in criminal complaints from 
16,434 in 1971 to 16,883 in 1972. The court turned over to the 
Commonwealth and to the City of Boston receipts from the parking 
tag office and from fines, fees, and forfeitures a total of $3,530,080. 
The previous year the sum was $3,015,504.
JUVENILE COURTS 
B o s t o n  J u v e n i l e  C o u r t
254. The number of cases rose from 2,167 in 1971 to 2,564 in 
1972. Most of these cases require the services of lawyers from the 
Massachusetts Defenders Committee. Four of them have been sup­
plied with the number expected to increase to six.
255. The cases involving children in need of care and protec­
tion, abused children, increased from 47 to 63, accounted for by more 
effective reporting procedures.
256. The following figures show a gratifying reduction in nar-
cotics cases: 
Possession
1972 1971
Boys 60 64
Girls _ 1 _ 67 16 80
Boys 8 14
Girls 3 1 1 5 19
Being present
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Illegal sales..........................  Boys 0 5
Girls 0 0 |  6
Glue sniffing .......................  Boys 6  4
Girls 0 6  0 4
Totals .................................  84 109
257. Last summer 35 to 40 boys received guidance, employ­
ment opportunities, and recreation at the Blue Hills Center. Pending 
legislation would permit continuance of this program on a year round 
basis.
S p r i n g f i e l d  J u v e n i l e  C o u r t
258. The increase in cases in the Springfield Juvenile Court was 
relatively small, from 1,802 cases in 1971 to 1,851, in 1972.
W o r c e s t e r  J u v e n i l e  C o u r t
259. The Worcester Juvenile Court experienced a more sub­
stantial increase in its cases. The number in 1971 was 1,544 cases; in 
1972. 1.846.
B r i s t o l  C o u n t y  J u v e n i l e  C o u r t
260. With the recent appointment of Howard W. Young, Jr., 
Esq., as justice of the Bristol County Juvenile Court, the court will be 
taking over the juvenile cases that previously would have been 
brought in the four district courts in Bristol County. St. 1972, c. 731.
CONCLUSION
261. With the additional administrative support provided to the 
Supreme Judicial Court by the members of the Massachusetts Court 
Management Survey the court has been able to take a more active 
part in the superintendence of the court system. In the various fields of 
court operations, rule making, judicial education, legislation, and 
court facilities the justices are able to call upon staff members to un­
dertake necessary surveys and studies and to execute policy decisions.
262. There still remains unsolved the problem of securing and 
maintaining public understanding and support of the courts. The ef­
forts of the Bar Associations, of interested organizations, such as the 
Massachusetts League of Women Voters, and of last year’s Citizens 
Conference have improved the public’s knowledge of court organiza­
tion and operations but the sustained interest at the local level in 
strengthening and improving the courts is still lacking.
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263. One way to remedy the situation would be through the use 
of permanent citizens advisory committees in each of the district 
courts, the courts which are closest in every sense to the citizens of the 
Commonwealth. This method has been successful in the experience of 
the Housing Court of the City of Boston. If there were seventy-two 
such concerned groups in Massachusetts, there would be widespread 
support for improvements in all the courts.
264. The office continues to receive the cooperation of the 
judges and other officers of the various courts and of the members of 
the executive and legislative departments of government. The opinions 
and the recommendations expressed in this report are those of the writ­
er and for them the court is not responsible.
Respectfully submitted,
R i c h a r d  D. G e r o u l d
E x e c u t i v e  S e c r e t a r y
302 New Court House 
Boston, Massachusetts 02108
(Tel. 617-227-2841)
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FOREWORD TO APPENDICES
The gross cost of operating all courts in both state and county as 
appears in Appendix I reflects an increase of $4,457,000, and the net 
expenditure increased by $3,395,000. The rate of increase was down.
The counties bore again the major portion of the increase in gross 
cost. The gross cost to the Commonwealth increased from $9,414,296 
to $10,400,772, an increase of $986,476, or about 10%. County 
Costs increased $3,470,498, about 9%.
There is no change in the cost reporting method used.
Capital costs of new court house construction or major capital 
improvements involving a bond issue are not reflected. Only interest 
charges on bonded indebtedness are included.
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C o s t T o tals: 1957-1972
(Thousands)
G r o s s N e t
1957.......... . . . .  $15,486 $13,204
1958.......... 17,312 14,628
1959.......... 18,507 15,747
1960.......... 18,847 16,162
1961.......... 19,711 16,880
1962.......... 21,343 18,118
1963.......... 2 2 , 1 2 0 17,955
1964.......... 23,930 19,600
1965.......... 26.494 21,968
1966:........ 26,960 21,541
1967.......... 30,148 23,623
1968.......... 34,536 28,387
1969.......... 37,792 30,698
1970.......... 43,599 33,979
1971.......... 48,837 40,737
1972.......... 53,294 44,132
APPENDIX I
C o m p u t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  C o s t s  o f  O p e r a t i n g  t h e  C o u r t s
The cost of administering and operating the various courts of the 
Commonwealth was determined by the following sources of infor­
mation:
1. Public Document No. 29 (Annual Report on the statistics of 
county finances for the year ending December 31, 1971, Bureau of 
Accounts, Department of Corporations and Taxation).
2. House Bill 5200, 1972 Session (estimates of county receipts 
and expenditures for the year ending December 31, 1972).
3. Budget Recommendation of his Excellency, Governor Francis
W. Sargent, for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1972, and ending 
June 30, 1973.
4. Financial Report of the Comptroller of the Commonwealth 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1972. (Public Document No. 140).
5. City of Boston and County of Suffolk Budget Recommenda­
tions for the fiscal year 1972.
6 . Summary of receipts and expenditures for the fiscal year end­
ing December 31, 1971, developed from the records of the Auditing 
Department, City of Boston.
7. Records of Real Property Division of the City of Boston 
(material developed by personal contact and conference).
8 . Records of County Commissioners and Treasurers exam­
ined.
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SUMMARY OF COSTS OF  ADMINISTERING AND OPERATING ALL 
COURTS IN THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
Commonwealth of Massachusetts
B arnstab le ...........................................
Berkshire .............................................
Bristol....................................................
Dukes C o u n t y ....................................
Essex........... ..........................................
F rank l in ................................................
H am p d en .............................................
Ham pshire ...........................................
Middlesex ...........................................
N a n tu c k e t ...........................................
Norfolk ................................................
P lym outh .............................................
Suffo lk ..................................................
Worcester.............................................
C om m itm en ts* ..................................
Tota l ......................................................
G r o s s
$10,400,772.91
921,825.69
698,173.36
1,982,545.50
83,018.57
3,080,254.17
342.719.71 
2,704,091.54
522.494.71
10,778,810.71
55,936.56
3,175,557.67
1,868,544.46
12,843,542.43
3,835,978.45
$53,294,266.44
N e t
$ 8,897,132.56 
785,676.65 
556,970.26
1.692.475.94 
71,576.01
2,677,083.32
280,086.33
2.300.173.95 
429,443.97
9,832,731.31
44,418.24
2,748,504.29
1,561,430.39
8,300,106.83
3,388,391.85
566,021.08
$44,132,123.98
*(Total shown does not include Suffolk County. Some of the expense attendant to commitments is 
a proper court expense, but to determine the actual judicial cost would require an examination of each 
and every voucher submitted for payment to the county treasurers in connection with commitments.)
Note: Commonwealth figures are for fiscal year ending June 30, 1972. 
County figures are for calendar year 1971.
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N E T  COST O F  COURTS PAID BY T H E  C O M M O N W E A L T H  
(For Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1972)
Supreme Judicial C o u r t ....................
Superior C o u r t ....................................
Probate and Insolvency Courts. . . .
Land C o u r t ...........................................
District Courts —  Adminis tration .
Board of Bar E x a m in e r s ..................
Pensions (Retired J u d g e s ) ................
Judicial C o u n c i l ..................................
Probation Serv ice ................................
Suffolk County Courthouse
Maintenance (Acts 1935, c. 474)
G r a n d T o t a l .................................
G r o s s
$ 1,991,956.95 
1,973,771.23 
3,051,992.26 
682,631.80
50,000.00 
100,285.00
420.000. 00 
24,575.00
1,680,560.67
425.000. 00
N e t
$1,989,929.57*
1,973,770.23
1,724,544.14
579,569.51
50,000.00
57.410.00
420.000. 00
24.575.00 
1,652.334.11
425.000. 00
$10,400,772.91 $8,897,132.56
*($1,161,318.57 of this item was expended for Massachusetts Defenders Committee.)
Su prem e  J ud icial  Court
Justices’ Salaries and Expenses............................................................................  $ 243,700.00
Clerk and Assistant Clerk —  S a la r i e s ............................................................... 48,190.32
Clerical Assistance to C l e r k ................................................................................. 20,593.28
Clerical Assistance to J u s t i c e s ............................................................................. 243,890.57
Court Expenses.......................................................................................................... 24,227.00
Court Officers and Messenger —  Salaries........................................................  15,693.78
Clerk and Assistant Clerk for Suffolk County —  S a la r i e s ......................... 13,238.52
Social Law L ib ra ry ...................................................................................................  54,000.00
Office of the Executive S ec re ta ry ........................................................................  105,700.67
Reporter of Decisions —  Salaries and A dm in is tra t ion ................................ 61.404.24
Massachusetts Defenders C o m m i t t e e ...............................................................  1,161,318.57
Total (G ross) ..............
Less —  Receipts 
Tota l (N e t ) ..................
Superior  C ourt
Justices’ Salaries and Expenses...........................................
Assistant Clerk (Suffolk C o u n ty ) ......................................
Court Expenses........................................................................
District Court Justices in Superior Court
S a l a r i e s .............................................................................
E x p en ses ..........................................................................
Special District Court  Justices’ Salaries
(G.L. c. 212, § 14E)........................................................
Total (G ro ss) ..............
Less —  Receipts
Tota l (N e t) ..................
PROBATE AND INSOLVENCY COURTS
Judges’ Salaries (Additional Sittings) ...............................................
Judges' Expenses........................................................................................
Reimbursement for Official Bonds......................................................
Adminis trative C o m m it te e ....................................................................
A d m in is t ra t io n ..........................................................................................
1,991.956.95 
— 2,027.38
$1,989,929.57
$1,480,830.10
6,790.44
276,415.48
137,285.01
22,450.20
50,000.00
1.973,771.23 
—  1.00
$1,973.770.23
$ 22,000.00 
2 .000.00 
1,000.00 
500.00 
30,049.58
Total $ 55,549.58
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Salaries and Expenses
Barnstabi  e ..................................................................................................... $ 112,577.58
Be r k s h i r e .........................................................................................................  93,361.79
Bristoi .......................................................................................................................  196,820.01
DUKES.................................................................................................................. 23,337.72
Es s e x .......................................................................................................................... 247,498.46
Fr a n k l i n ...........................................................................................................  73,420.00
Ha m p d e n .................................................................................................................  261,755.38
Ha m p s h i r e .......................................................................................................  83,208.39
Mi d d l e s e x .............................................................................................................  556,306.33
N a n t u c k e t .......................................................................................................  37,433.45
Norfolk  .................................................................................................................  314,425.21
Pl y m o u t h ...............................................................................................................  185,098.43
Su f f o l k ...................................................................................................................  615,485.51
Wo r c e s t e r .............................................................................................................  251,264.00
Total (G ro ss) ................................................................................................................ 3,051.992.26
Less— R eceip ts ................................................................................................ — 1,327,448.12
Total (Ne t ) .....................................................................................................  $1,724,544.14
L A N D  C O U R T
A d m in is tra t io n ...........................................................................................................  $ 682,631.80
Less— R eceip ts ................................................................................................ — 103,062.29
T o ta l  (N e t ) .............................................................................................................  $ 579,569.51
D ISTR IC T  C O U R TS
A dm in is tra t ion ...........................................................................................................  $ 50,000.00
BOARD O F BAR E X A M IN E R S
A dm in is tra t ion ...........................................................................................................  $ 100,285.00
Less— R eceip ts ................................................................................................  — 42,875.00
To ta l  (N e t ) .............................................................................................................  $ 57,410.00
PENSIONS
Retired Judges .............................................................................................................  $ 420,000.00
JU D IC IA L  C O U N C IL
A dm in is tra t ion ...........................................................................................................  $ 24,575.00
PRO BATION SE R V IC E  
Office o f  Commiss ioner of  Probation —
Salaries and Administrative E x p e n s e s ..................................................... $ 602,040.82
Committee on Probation
Adminis trative Expenses .............................................................................. 677.70
602,718.52
Superior Court*
Probation Officers’ S a l a r i e s .........................................................................  1,058,884.00
Office —  Supervisor of P r o b a t io n .............................................................. 1 8,958.1 5
1,077,842.15
Total (G ro s s ) ................................................................................................................  1,680,560.67
Less— R ece ip ts ................................................................................................  — 28,226.56
Totai .(NET).......................................................................................................  $1,652,334.11
*(By A cts  o t 1956. c. 731, §29. C o m p e n sa tio n  o f  P ro b a tio n  O fficers ap p o in ted  fo r the S u p e rio r  C o u rt is 
paid by the C o m m onw ealth .)
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SUFFOLK COUNTY COURT HOUSE
Maintenance
(Acts of 1935, c. 474) 425,000.00
SUFFOLK COUNTY
S u m m a r y  o f  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Supreme Judicial Court.....................................
Superior Court.................................................
Probate and Insolvency Court..........................
Municipal Court of the City of Boston..............
Municipal Court of the Charlestown District. . . .
East Boston District Court................................
Municipal Court of the South Boston District . . .
Municipal Court of the Dorchester District.......
Municipal Court of the Roxbury District...........
Municipal Court of the West Roxbury District . .
Municipal Court of the Brighton District...........
District Court of Chelsea...................................
Boston Juvenile Court.......................................
Suffolk County Court House ............................
Social Law Library............................................
Mental Health...................................................
Pensions and Annuties.......................................
Total..................................................................
Gross
$ 281,445.58
4,841,259.84 
169,986.43 
2,074,360.77 
21 1,497.06 
357,937.16
231.899.74 
782.759.48
1,079,591.39
409.700.19 
280,41 1.03
335.400.75
584.923.19 
1,590,705.74
2,000.00
55,000.00
337,423.56
$ 12,843,542.43
Net
$ 278,089.58
4,727,972.20
169.983.43 
1,298,307.47*
170,915.32
246.963.56
130.986.44 
602,878.39 
417,852.64 
319.643.68 
145,530.77 
244,712.86 
584,437.19
1,164,024.68
2,000.00
55,000.00
337.423.56
$ 8,300,106.83
* ( E x c e s s  R e c e i p t s  o v e r  E x p e n d i tu r e s . )
SUFFOLK COUNTY 
C i t y  o f  B o s t o n  
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s  
S u p r e m e  J u d i c i a l  C o u r t
Clerk’s Office for Suffolk 
County
Less — Receipts
$281.445.58
—3,356.00
Total (Net)
General Expenses*
Salaries and Expenses 
Court Officers’ Division** 
Salaries and Expenses 
Criminal Expenses 
Clerks and Clerical 
Assistants, etc.
Salaries and Expenses 
Jurors (Fees, etc.) 
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District Attorney's Office 
Probation Office
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t
$823,473.88 
411.472.26 
33,776.60 
590,819.29 
194,901.21
$278,089.58
$281.977.49 
903,453.11
T o t a l  (Gross) Criminal $2,054,443.24
Less— Receipts 23.538.85
Total (Net) Criminal $2,030,904.39
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Civil Expenses
Clerks and Clerical 
Assistants, etc.
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t
Salaries and Expenses $1.086,232.72
Masters 56,068.25
Auditors 
Conciliators 
Jurors (Fees, etc.)
159,709.56
17,450.00
281.925.47
Total (Gross) Civil 
Less — Receipts
$1.601,386.00
—89,748.79
Total (Net) Civil $1,51 1,637.21
Grand Total (Net) Superior Court $4,727,972.20
^ (S t e n o g r a p h i c  &  c o n f i d e n t i a l  m e s s e n g e r ;  a l s o  f u r n i s h e s  su p p l i e s ,  m a t e r i a l s  a n d  e q u i p m e n t  f o r  b o t h  Civ -  
i( a n d  C r i m i n a l  S e s s io n s . )
* * ( D e p u ty  S h e r i f f s  &  C o u r t  O f f ic e r s ;  s a la r ie s ,  e x p e n se s ,  etc. ,  fo r  C iv i l  a n d  C r i m i n a l  S e s s io n s . )
Probate a n d  Insolvency  Cou rt
General Expenses
Salaries and Expenses 
Less— Receipts
$169,986.43
— 3.00
Total (Net) $169,983.43
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  C i t y  o f  B o s t o n
General Expenses
Salaries and Expenses 
Less — Receipts
$2,074,360.77
—3,372,668.24
Total (Net) $— 1,298,307.47*
*(Excess  r e c e i p t s  o v e r  e x p e n d i t u r e s . )
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  C h a r l e s t o w n  D i s t r i c t  
General Expenses
Salaries and Expenses 
Maintenance*
$191,252.06
20,245.00
Total (Gross)
Less — Receipts
$21 1,497.06
— 40,581.74
Total (Net)
* (A b o u t  o n e - h a l f  o f  b u i ld i n g  i: 
Po lic e  D e p a r t m e n t . )
$170,915.32
s u s e d  by  P o l i c e  D e p a r t m e n t  a n d  C iv i l  D e f e n s e ;  h e a t i n g  e x p e n s e  is p a id  by
East Boston  D istrict  Cou rt
General Expenses 
Salaries and Expenses 
Maintenance*
$313,677.16
44,260.00
Total (Gross)
Less — Receipts
$357,937.16
—  1 10,973.60
Total (Net) $246,963.56
( B u i l d i n g u s e d  100% by  C o u r t ;  P o l ic e  D e p a r t m e n t  s u p p l i e s  h e a t ;  O p e r a t i n g  P e r s o n n e l  c h a r g e d  to  Bos  
ton  R e a l  P r o p e r t y  D i v i s i o n . )  b  1
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M u n i c i p a l C o u r t o f t h e S o u t h  B o s t o n  D i s t r i c t
General Expenses
Salaries and Expenses 
Maintenance*
$199,963.74
31,936.00
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$231,899.74
— 100,913.30
Total (Net) $130,986.44
*(Cour t used abou t  on e-th ird  o f  building.)
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  D o r c h e s t e r  D i s t r i c t  
General Expenses
Salaries and Expenses 
Maintenance*
$733,199.48
49,560.00
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$782,759.48
— 179,881.09
Total (Net)
♦(Bui ld ing used  100% by Cour t.)
$602,878.39
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  R o x b u r y  D i s t r i c t
General Expenses
Salaries and Expenses 
Maintenance*
$1,012,741.39
66,850.00
Total (Gross)
Less—  Receipts
$1,079,591.30
— 661.738.75
Total (Net)
*(Building used 100% by Cour t.)
$417,852.64
M  u n  i c i  p a l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  W e s t  R o x b u r y  D i s t r i c  
General Expenses
Salaries and Expenses 
Maintenance*
$358,800.19
50,900.00
Total (Gross)
Less—  Receipts
$409,700.19
— 90.056.51
Total (Net)
*< Build ing  used 100% by Cour t.)
$319,643.68
M U N I C I P A I  C O U R T O F T H E  B R I G H T O N  D I S T R I C T
General Expenses
Salaries and Expenses 
Maintenance*
$244,516.03
35,895.00
Total (Gross)
Less Receipts
$280,41 1.03
— 134,880.26
Total (Net)
*(75% o f  bu ild ing  is used by Cour t.)
$145,530.77
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D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  o f  C h e l s e a
General Expenses
Salaries and Expenses $307,723.89
Maintenance* 27,676.86
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$335,400.75
— 90.687.89
Total (Net) $244,712.86
*(About tw o-th i rds  o f  bu ild ing  is used  by Court. )
B o s t o n  J u v e n i l e  C o u r t
General Expenses
Salaries and Expenses $584,923.19
Less— Receipts — 486.00
Total (Net) $584,437.10
S u f f o l k  C o u n t y  C o u r t  H o u s e
Maintenance
Salaries and Expenses $1,590,705.74
Less —  Statutory share of
Commonwealth 425,000.00
Telephone Commissions 1,681.06
Total (Net)
General Expenses
General Expenses 
Salaries and Expenses
General Expenses
— 426,681.06
$1.164,024.68
S o c i a l  L a w  L i b r a r y  
M e n t a i  H e a l t h
P e n s i o n s  a n d  A n n u t i e s
$ 2,000.00
$55,000.00
$337,423.56
B ARNSTABLE
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk of Court 
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry 
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries 
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Probation Department 
Jurors (Fees, etc.)
Witnesses (Fees, etc.)
District Attorney’s Office 
Travel and Meals (Jurors and 
Witnesses)
Misc. Expenses
$50,869.61
15,918.85
12,667.99
$19,472.51
14,383.28
39,215.76
9.121.96
8,876.79
2,804.90
5,605.98
99,481.18
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Civil
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors  (Fees, etc.) 
Auditors 
Masters 
Misc. Expenses
14,075.94
28,278.88
3.750.00
4.890.00 
844.45
District Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
(Includes courthouse
51,839.27
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
421.122.14
and Operation 
Courthouse Bonded Debt
93.779.15
Int. pd. 1971 176.147.50
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$921,825.69
— 136,149.04
Total (Net) $785,676.65
B E R K S H I R E
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk o f  Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry
$43,733.49
Salaries and Expenses 
l.aw Libraries
12,446.08
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court Officers and
18.009.20
Stenographers 
Probation Department 
Jurors  (Fees, meals,
$16.960.65
17,783.06
travel, etc.)
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District Attorney’s Office 
Misc. Expenses
40,1 10.07 
3.192.47 
25.289.49 
13,475.52
116,811.26
Civil
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
.1 urors (Fees, etc.) 
Auditors 
Masters 
Referees 
Misc. Expenses
7.522.62
30,100.78
6,080.00
4,635.00
960.00
1.227.41
50,525.81
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District Courts
Salaries and Expenses
(Includes courthouse 
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
418,173.88
and Operation 
Courthouse Bonded Debt
36,786.14
lnt. pd. 1971 1,687.50
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$698,173.36
— 141,203.10
Total (Net) $556,970.26
BRISTOL
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk of Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry
$199,625.65
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
25,434.72
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court Officers and
55,655.05
Stenographers 
Probation Department 
Jurors (Fees, Travel,
$58,034.92
31,457.84
Meals, etc.)
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District A ttorney’s Office 
Misc. Expenses
141,034.97
27,562.10
35,635.57
32,237.33
325,962.73
Civil
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors (Fees, etc.) 
Auditors 
Masters
Misc. Expenses
58.986.92 
86,507.58 
15,782.50 
1 1,217.00 
4.645.38
District Courts 
Salaries and Expenses 
(Includes courthouse
177,139.38
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
952,819.90
and Operation 
Courthouse Bonded Debt
227,395.57
lnt. pd. 1971 18,512.50
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$1,982,545.50
— 290,069.56
Total (Net) $1,692,475.94
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DU KES
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk o f  Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry
$8,479.94
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
1,214.00
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court  Officers and
2,200.00
Stenographers 
Probation Department 
Jurors  (Fees, etc.) 
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District Attorney's Office 
Misc. Expenses
$3,156.52
682.23
5,712.76
333.93
189.66
510.25
10,585.35
Civil
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors  (Fees, etc.) 
Auditors 
Misc. Expenses
2,016.99
3,216.22
1.813.27
279.88
District Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
(Includes courthouse
7.326.36
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
43,695.57
and Operation 9,517.35
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$83,018.57
—  1 1,442.56
Total (Net) $71,576.0
ESSEX
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk o f  Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry
$265,072.96
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
58,954.41
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court  Officers and
47,891.92
Stenographers 
Probation Department 
.1 urors (Fees, etc.) 
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District Attorney's Office
$63,988.00
48,022.97
108,635.54
16,232.70
64,479.58
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Professional Witnesses 
and Clergy 
Mise. Expenses
23,595.30
18,870.35
Civil
343,824.44
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors 
Auditors 
Masters 
Misc. Expenses
92,072.34 
243.1 13.79 
48,466.38 
14,844.88 
361,10
District Courts 
Salaries and Expenses 
(Includes courthouse
398,858.49
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
1,659,709.49
and Operation 
Courthouse Bonded Debt
293,429.96
Int. pd. 1971 12,512.50
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$3,080,254.17
— 403,170.85
Total (Net) $2,677,083.32
FR A N K L IN
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e
Clerk of Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry
$44,417.13
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
3,536.96
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court Officers and
12,121.19
Stenographers 
Probation Department 
Jurors (Fees, etc.) 
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District Attorney's Office 
Misc. Expenses
$13,785.87
6,903.08
41,252.41
1,591.98
8,842.32
6,526.30
Civil
78,901.96
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors (Fees, etc.) 
Auditors 
Masters
Misc. Fxpenses
7.020.89
12.085.78
2.170.00
855.00
2.332.93
24.464.60
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District Courts
Salaries and Expenses
(Includes courthouse 
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
156,075.61
and Operation 23,202.26
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$342,719.71
— 62,633.38
Total (Net) $280,086.33
H A M PD EN
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk of Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry
$205,008.59
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
54,964.34
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal 
Court Officers,
41,377.05
Stenographers and 
Deputy Sheriffs 
Probation Department 
Jurors  (Fees, etc.) 
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District Attorney's Office 
Misc. Expenses
$1 1 1,339.68
40.712.89 
135,785.38
16.714.26
51,723.91
59.488.90
415,765.02
Civil
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors  (Fees, etc.) 
Auditors 
Masters 
Misc. Expenses
149,334.63
126.845.88
1,827.50
8.490.83
5,069.01
291,567.85
District Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
(Includes courthouse 
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
1.472,976.81
and Operation 
Courthouse Bonded Debt
220.181.88
Int. Pd. 1971 2,250.00
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$2,704,091.54
— 403,917.59
Total (Net) $2,300,173.95
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H A M PS H IR E
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk o f  Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry
$53,842.22
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
7,023.75
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court officers and
14,536.78
Stenographers 
Probation Department 
Jurors (Fees, etc.) 
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District Attorney's Office 
Misc. Expenses
$24.403.76
10,950.69
49,108.67
4,736.65
21,036.58
8,831.60
1 19,067.95
Civil
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors (Fees, etc.) 
Auditors 
Masters
Misc. Expenses
7,206.27 
19.1 12.19
1.690.00
1.835.00 
8,916.78
District Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
(Includes courthouse
38,760.24
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
265.084.57
and Operations 24,179.20
Total (Gross)
Less—  Receipts
$522,494.71
— 93,050.74
Total (Net) $429,443.97
M ID D L ESEX
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk of Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry
$740,829.75
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
173,616.83
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court Officers and
105,225.69
Stenographers 
Probation Department 
Jurors (Fees, etc.) 
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District A ttorney’s Office 
Misc. Expenses
$269,387.10 
1 I 1,069.15 
327,390.00 
98,844.40 
297,288.22 
184,369.24
1.288,348.1 I
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Civil
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors  (Fees, etc.) 
Auditors 
Masters 
Misc. Expenses
459,91 1.42 
298,093.99 
71,655.1 1 
32,431.58 
15,978.83
District Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
(Includes courthouse
878,070.93
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
4,868,677.86
and Operation 
Courthouse Bonded Debt
1,408,825.44
Int. Pd. 1971 1,315,216.10
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
$10,778,810.71
— 946,079.40
Total (Net) $9,832,731.31
N A N T U C K E T
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk of Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry
$7,964.19
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
1,047.02
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court* 
Criminal and Civil
921.85
G rand  Jury 
Probation Department 
Trial J ury 
Stenographer 
Sheriff and Deputies 
Witnesses
District  Attorney’s Office 
Misc. Expenses
$2,556.96
451.50
3,429.23
666.60
735.95
710.76
697.41
1,931.10
1 1.179.51
District Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
(Includes courthouse 
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
33,994.65
and Operation 
Courthouse Bonded Debt
644.74
Int. pd. 197 1 184.60
Total (Gross)
Less— Receipts
$55,936.56
—  1 1,518.32
Total (Net) $44.418.24
♦(Criminal and  Civil expenditures  zire not  separated .)
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N O R FO L K  C O U N T Y  
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk o f  Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate C our t  and Registry
$214,910.21
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
86,225.53
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court Officers and
15,836.22
Stenographers 
Probation Departm ent 
Jurors  (Fees, etc.) 
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District Attorney's Office 
Misc. Expenses
$180,310.68 
36,297.86 
1 14,315.04 
18,025.03 
243,724.62 
2.908.28
595,581.51
Civil
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors (Fees, etc.) 
Auditors and Masters
91,200.65
123,598.94
53,587.16
District Courts 
Salaries and Expenses 
(Includes courthouse
268,386.75
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
1,364,392.76
and Operation 
Courthouse Bonded Debt
462,875.52
Int. pd. 1971 167,349.17
Total (Gross)
Less—  Receipts
$3,175,557.67
— 427,152.38
Total (Net) $2,748,405.29
PL Y M O U T H
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk of Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry
$160,390.53
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
82,862.47
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court Officers and
13.277.56
Stenographers 
Probation Department 
Jurors (Fees, etc.) 
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District A ttorney’s Office 
Misc. Expenses
$58,455.74 
38.717.40 
81,384.1 1 
18,138.35 
55,780.77 
18,053.86
270,530.23
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Civil
(includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors  (Fees, etc.)
Auditors
Masters
Misc. Expenses
51,251.09
68,439.77
5,212.50
4,780.00
5 1 0 . 0 0
District Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
(Includes courthouse 
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance 
and Operation 
Courthouse Bonded Debt 
Int. pd. 1971
130,193.36
1,007,423.04
165,717.27
38,150.00
Total (Gross)
Less —  Receipts
Total (Net)
$1,868,544.46
— 307,1 14.07
$1,561,430.39
W ORCESTER
C o u n t y  C o u r t  E x p e n d i t u r e s
Clerk o f  Courts
Salaries and Expenses 
Probate Court and Registry 
Salaries and Expenses 
Law Libraries
Salaries and Expenses 
Superior Court 
Criminal
Court  Officers and 
Stenographers 
Probation Department 
Jurors  (Fees, etc.) 
Witnesses (Fees, etc.) 
District  Attorney's Office 
Misc. Expenses
$337,287.29
32,541.40
66.523.83
$178,495.94 
46.372.01 
1 17,389.15 
41,491.06
61.894.48
27.854.48
(Includes Supreme Judicial 
and Land Cts.)
Court  Officers and 
Stenographers 
Jurors  (Fees, etc.)
Auditors 
Masters 
Concil iators 
Misc. Expenses
473.497.12
172,31 1.69 
179,000.00 
15,000.00 
I 1.000.00 
1 1.000.00 
none
388.31 1.69
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District Courts
Salaries and Expenses
(Includes courthouse 
rentals)
Courthouse Maintenance
2,009,778.29
and Operation 
Courthouse Bonded Debt
386,446.69
Int. pd. 197 1 141,592.14
Total (Gross)
Less—  Receipts
$3,835,978.45
— 447,586.60
Total (Net) $3,388,391.85
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APPENDIX II
R e p o r t  o f  t h e  St a t i s t i c s  o f  t h e  W o r k  A c c o m p l i s h e d  
b y  t h e  V a r i o u s  C o u r t s
The reports of total civil and criminal entries for fifteen years are 
set forth in the following table. In 1958, total entries amounted to 
567,691, while in 1972, entries totalled 1,749,418, an increase of 
about 200%.
In the same period, the gross cost of operating the courts in­
creased from $17,312,000 to $53,295,000, up approximately 207%.
TOTAL CIVIL AND CRIMINAL ENTRIES
( A l l  C o u r t s )
C iv i l C r i m i n a l
T o ta l
C i v i l  a n d  C r im in a l
1958 273,008 294,683 567,691
1959 274,398 297,415 571,813
1960 285,818 321,734 607.552
1961 302,184 331,528 633,712
1962 308,734 366,526 675,260
1963 320,082 410,448 730.530
1964 382,647 424.255 806,902
1965 391,285 479,609 870,894
1966 382,776 565.571 948,347
1967 395,898 707,186 1,103,084
1968 398,161 724,828 1.122,989
1969 404,903 788,976 1.193.879
1970 417,098 958,918 1,376,016
1971 436,167 1.108.349 1,544,516
1972 427,384 1,322,034 1,749,418
Civil and criminal entries in the various courts appear in the fol­
lowing tables for the years ending June 30, 1971 and June 30, 1972. 
Next are the statistics for each court with comments.
Total civil entries decreased about 2.0%, while criminal entries 
continued to increase about 20% over last year.
Supreme Judicial Court,  law . . . 
Supreme Judicial Court,  equity
Superior Court,  l a w ....................
Superior Court,  eq u i ty ................
Land C o u r t ....................................
Probate Courts,  probate ...........
Probate Courts,  d ivo rce ..............
Probate Courts,  commitments .
CIVIL ENTRIES
1 9 7 2  1 9 7 1
1 6 th  R e p o r t  1 5 th  R e p o r t
1,909
195
1.793
146
31.571
7.121
2,104
36,453
6,441
1.939
106.185
19.973
298
38,692
5,572
1 13,314 
18,290 
395
42,894
5,229
126,456 13 1.999
P. D.  166 R E P O R T  T O  S U P R E M I  J U D I C I A L  C O U R T 75
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  C i t y  o f  B o s to n :
Net after r e m o v a l s ....................................... . 27,551 27,854
Supplementary process................................ 1,381 965
Small C la im s .................................................. 1,645 1,3 1 3
Reciprocal S u p p o r t ....................................... 255 230
30,832 30,362
District Courts:
Net after r e m o v a l s ....................................... . 85,960 93,049
Supplementary process................................ . 31,725 .3 1.482
Small C l a i m s ................................................ . 98,887 92,515
Reciprocal S u p p o r t ....................................... 4.417 2,705
C o m m i tm e n t s ......................................... 2,739 3,993
223,728 223,744
Total Civil en tr ies........................................... 427.384 436,167
CRIMINAL ENTRIES
1 9 7 2 1 9 7 1
1 6 t h  R e p o r t 1 5 t h  R e p o r t
Superior Court:
I n d ic tm e n ts .................................................... . 20,856 19,470
Action on bail b o n d s .................................. 563 288
Complaints after waiver of indictments. 18 0
21,437 19,758
Municipal Court of  the City of Boston:
G enera l ............................................................. . 367,655 342,800
I n q u e s t s ........................................................... 0 0
367,655 342,800
District Courts:
G en era l ............................................................. 926,681 740,684
I n q u e s t s ........................................................... 0 0
Boston Juvenile  C o u r t ....................................... 2,564 2,167
Springfield Juvenile  C o u r t ................................ 1,851 1,802
Worcester Juvenile  C o u r t ................................ 1,846 1,544
Total Criminal e n t r i e s ....................................... 1,322,034 1,108,349
SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT
In the first part of the following table, a comparison is made be­
tween the current year, the preceding year, and ten years ago.
In the current year, there were 418 cases entered, a decrease from 
the preceding year (454). The total number of full opinions, including 
advisory opinions, was 267, an increase of 34 opinions over last year. 
Rescript opinions continued to increase from 107 in 1971 to 154 in 
1972.
The average period in days from consideration of cases by the 
court to decision increased from 58.42 in 1971 to 67.31 in 1972.
CASES ON APPEAL
O r i g i n  1 9 6 1 - 1 9 6 2  1 9 7 0 - 1 9 7 1  1 9 7 1 - 1 9 7 2
Full C o u r t ............................................................................  ...... ...... 2
C e r t i f i c a t io n  u n d e r  R u le  3:21 f r o m  
U S. D is t .  C o u r t  (D .  M ass . )  to
F u l l  C o u r t ....................................................................  ...... ...... 1
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Single Justice Session
L a w ........................................... 17 9 22
E q u ity ........................................... 11 9 6
Superior Court
L a w ................................................. 156 188 206
E q u ity .................................................... 86 89 1 18
W orkm en’s Compensation .................... 4 2 5
Land C o u r t ......................................... 7 5 4
Probate C o u r t s ................................................. 36 27 38
District and Boston Municipal C our ts .............. 13 6 12
T o ta l ............................................................................. 330 335 414
Opinions ............................................................... 261 228 260
Rescript O p in io n s .................................................... 69 107 154
T o ta l ............................................................................. 330 335 414
Advisory O p in io n s .................................................. 0 5 7
T o ta l ............................................................................. 330 340 421
¡ 9 7 0 - 1 9 7 1 1 9 7 1 -1 9 7 2
Decision of lower court modified and affirmed . 20 6% 10 2%
Decision of lower court a f f i rm e d ........................... 206 61% 285 69%
Decision of lower court r e v e r se d ........................... 76 23% 89 22%
N o decision in lower c o u r t ...................................... 30 9% 29 7%
Appeals dismissed ...................................................... 3 1% 1 —
T o ta l ................................................................................. 335 100% 414 100%
Cases a r g u e d ................................................................. 292 87% 337 81%
Submitted on b r i e f s .................................................... 18 5% 48 12%
Argued and briefs*...................................................... 25 8% 29 7%
T o ta l .................................................................................. 335 100% 4 1 4 100%
♦A rgued  by one side.
C o u n t v  o f  O r i g i n 1 9 7 0 -1 9 7 1 1 9 7 1 -1 9 7 2
B a rn s ta b le ...................................................................... 10 7
B e rk sh i re ........................................................................ 7 7
Bristol............................................................................... 10 23_ 2
Essex................................................................................. 21 23
F r a n k l in .......................................................................... 4 4
H a m p d e n ........................................................................ 18 27
H am p sh i re ...................................................................... 2 6
Middlesex ...................................................................... 62 70
Norfolk .......................................................................... 22 24
P ly m o u th ........................................................................ 18 23
S u f fo lk ............................................................................. 136 162
W orcester ........................................................................ 25 36
335 414
Days from entry to consideration (average) . . . . 148.21 152.35
Days from consideration to decision (average) . 58.42 67.31
Total ................................................. 206.63 219.66
244 314
Criminal C a s e s ............................................................. 91 100
335 414
Cases entered
272 245
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S u p r e m e  J u d i c i a l  C o u r t  f o r  S u f f o l k  C o u n t y  
S i n g l e  J u s t i c e  S e s s i o n
T w o  Y e a r  C o m p a r i s o n  o f  S t a t i s t i c s
1 9 7 1
T o t a l  E n t r i e s  o n  L a w  D o c k e t ............................................................................  1 7 9 3
T o t a l  E n t r i e s  o n  E q u i t y  D o c k e t .......................................................................  1 4 6
T o t a l .................................................................................................................................... 1,939
L a w  D o c k e t
P e t i t io n s  f o r  A d m i s s i o n  to  t h e  B a r .................................................................. I 4 3 4
A p p e a l s  f r o m  D e c i s i o n  o f  A p p e l l a t e  T a x  B o a r d  ..................................  38
A p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  D i s c h a r g e  u n d e r  C h a p t e r  123,  § 9 1 .............................  7
P e t i t io n s  f o r  W r i t  o f  C e r t i o r a r i .........................................................................  10
P e t i t io n s  fo r  W r i t  o f  E r r o r .................................................................................  61
P e t i t io n s  f o r  W r i t  o f  H a b e a s  C o r p u s ............................................................. 20
P e t i t io n s  f o r  W r i t  o f  M a n d a m u s .......................................................................  23
All o t h e r s ............................................................................  1 s n
T o t a l ...................................................................................................................................  1,793
77
1 9 7 2
1.909 
195
2 ,1 0 4
1,583
30
1
16
73
20
22
164
1.909
S u p r e m e  J u d i c i a l  C o u r t  f o r  C o u n t y  o f  S u f f o l k
S e p t e m b e r  1, 1971 t o  S e p t e m b e r  1 , 1972
T r a n s f e r r e d  t o  
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  
47
L a w  D o c k e t :
R E P O R T
P r e r o g a t i v e
W r i t s
146
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  A d m i s s i o n  
t o  t i l e  B a r  
1,583
Petitions for Admission to the B a r ....................................
Appeals from Decision of Appella te Tax B o a r d ...........
Applications for Discharge under C. 123, §91 ..............
Petitions for Writ  o f  C e r t i o r a r i ...........................................
Petitions for Writ  o f  E r r o r ....................................................
Petitions for Writ of  Habeas Corpus ................................
Petitions for Writ  o f  M a n d a m u s .........................................
Petitions for Writ of  P roh ib i t ion .........................................
I n f o r m a t io n s .............................................................................
Petitions for Declaratory J u d g m e n t ..................................
Petitions for Declaratory Judgm ent under C. 23 I , § 1 .
Petitions to Establish T ruth  o f  E x c e p t io n s .....................
Petitions for Admission to B a i l ...........................................
Petitions for Reduction of B a i l ...........................................
Petitions for Reduction of Bail under C. 276, §§57, 58
Petitions for Review of B a i l ..................................................
Petitions to Set Bail ..................................................................
Petitions for Late A p p e a l .......................................................
Petitions for Late Appeal under C. 211, § 1 I ..................
Petitions for Late Appeal under C. 278, § 2 8 E ..............
Petitions for Late Appeal under C. 278, § 3 3 H ..............
Petitions for Interlocutory R e l i e f .......................................
Petitions for Relief under C. 21 1, §3 ................................
Petitions for Relief under C. 21 1, §§3 and 4A
Petitions for Speedy Trial under C. 21 1, §3 ..................
Petitions for Speedy Trial under C. 211, §§3 and 4A. .
Petitions under C hapter  211, § 1 1 .......................................
Petitions Under C hapter  211, § 3 .........................................
Petitions under Chapter  211, §§3 and 4A 
Petitions under Chapter  278, §32A .........................
1,583
30
1
16
73 
20 
22 
1 I 
4 
I 
1
15
20
8
1
6
1
2 
4
20
4
2
3
1
1
2
1
9
2 
1
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A p p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  G r a n t  o f  I m m u n i t y  o f  W i t n e s s  in  G r a n d  J u r y  p r o c e e d i n g s
u n d e r  C .  23 3 ,  § § 2 0 C ,  D ,  a n d  E ...................................................................................  1
M o t i o n  to  A t t e n d  G r a n d  J u r y  w i th  C o u n s e l .................................................................... 1
P e t i t i o n s  fo r  L a t e  F i l i n g  o f  Bill o f  E x c e p t io n s  ............................................................... 2
P e t i t i o n s  fo r  L a t e  F i l i n g  o f  Bill  o f  E x c e p t io n s  u n d e r  C h a p t e r  2 7 8 ,  § 3 2 A  . . .  8
P e t i t i o n  f o r  S t a y  o f  E x e c u t i o n  o f  S e n t e n c e ......................................................................  4
P e t i t i o n  f o r  S ta y  o f  E x e c u t i o n  o f  S e n te n c e  u n d e r  C h a p t e r  12 8 A ,  § 13 B . . .  . 2
P e t i t i o n  fo r  S t a y  a n d  A d m i s s i o n  to  Bai l u n d e r  C .  2 7 9 ,  § 4 .......................................  5
P e t i t i o n  f o r  S t a y  o f  E x e c u t i o n  o f  D e c r e e  o f  P r o b a t e  C o u r t ..................................... 1
P e t i t i o n  f o r  S u s p e n s i o n  o f  D e c r e e  u n d e r  C .  2 4 9 ,  § 4 ....................................................  1
P e t i t i o n  f o r  S t a y  o f  E x e c u t i o n  o f  S e n t e n c e  o f  D e a t h .................................................  2
P e t i t i o n  t o  T r a n s f e r  u n d e r  C h a p t e r  2 1 1 ,  § 4 A .................................................................  1
P e t i t i o n s  fo r  W r i t  o f  G e n e r a l  S u p e r i n t e n d e n c e  u n d e r  C h a p t e r  2 1 1 ,  § 3 ..........  2
O r d e r  o f  C o u r t ....................................................................................................................................  5
P e t i t i o n  t o  v a c a t e  d e n i a l  o f  d e f e n d a n t ’s m o t i o n  f o r  c o n t i n u a n c e  a n d  fo r
o r d e r  f o r  c o n t i n u a n c e ........................................................................................................ 1
P e t i t i o n  t o  L i m i t  A t t a c h m e n t  u n d e r  C h a p t e r  21 5  .................................................  1
P e t i t i o n s  to  file la te  e s t i m a t e d  c o s t  o f  p r e p a r a t i o n  a n d  p r i n t i n g  o f  th e  r e c o r d  2
P e t i t i o n  f o r  A d o p t i o n  o f  R u le s  o f  T r i a l  a n d  A p p e l l a t e  C iv i l  P r o c e d u r e  . . . .  1
P e t i t i o n  fo r  R e l e a s e  o n  P e r s o n a l  R e c o g n i z a n c e ............................................................ 1
P e t i t i o n  f o r  R e v i e w  o f  D e n i a l ................................................................................................... 1
O r d e r  o f  N o t i c e  t o  s h o w  w h y  O r d e r  o f  D i s b a r m e n t  s h o u l d  n o t  b e  e n t e r e d
by  r e a s o n  o f  C r i m i n a l  C o n v i c t i o n s ........................................................................... ..............2
1,909
T o t a l  E n t r i e s  o n  L a w  D o c k e t ................................................................................................................ 1,909
E q u i t y  D o c k e t :
B il ls  o f  C o m p l a i n t .............................................................................................................................  14
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  D e c l a r a t o r y  J u d g m e n t ......................................................................................  8
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  D e c l a r a t o r y  J u d g m e n t  U n d e r  C .  23 1A .................................................  2
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  D e c l a r a t o r y  R e l i e f .............................................................................................. 8
B ill s  in  E q u i t y .....................................................................................................................................
B i ll s  in  E q u i t y  U n d e r  C .  197,  § 1 0 ...........................................................................................  2
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  D i s s o l u t i o n  U n d e r  C .  180, §1 1A  ..............................................................  12
P e t i t i o n  f o r  D i s s o l u t i o n  U n d e r  C .  1 5 6 ................................................................................. 1
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  D i s s o l u t i o n  U n d e r  C .  156B, § 9 9 ...............................................................  4
P e t i t i o n s  fo r  D i s s o l u t i o n  U n d e r  C .  156B, § 1 0 1 .............................................................  6
P e t i t i o n  f o r  D i s s o l u t i o n  U n d e r  C .  156B, § 1 0 0  a n d  C .  167, § 2 2 ..........................
P e t i t i o n  f o r  D i s s o l u t i o n  U n d e r  C .  156 G , § 1 0 1 ..............................................................
P e t i t i o n  f o r  D i s s o l u t i o n  U n d e r  C .  20 4 ,  § 1 2 ......................................................................  !
P e t i t i o n  f o r  D e c l a r a t o r y  J u d g m e n t  U n d e r  C .  3 6 7 ,  A c ts  o f  197 1..........................
P e t i t i o n  t o  E s t a b l i s h  T r u t h  o f  E x c e p t i o n s .........................................................................
P e t i t i o n  to  A n n u l  T e m p o r a r y  R e s t r a i n i n g  O r d e r .........................................................  1
P e t i t i o n s  to  A n n u l  P r e l i m i n a r y  I n j u n c t i o n ......................................................................  2
P e t i t i o n  to  A n n u l  O r d e r  fo r  D e p o s i t i o n ..............................................................................
P e t i t i o n  to  A n n u l  O r d e r  to  p r o d u c e ,  in s p e c t  a n d  c o p y  c e r t a i n  d o c u m e n t s  . . I
P e t i t i o n  fo r  A p p e a l ..........................................................................................................................  1
P e t i t i o n s  fo r  A p p e a l  U n d e r  C .  25 ,  § 5 .................................................................................... 7
P e t i t i o n s  fo r  A p p e a l  U n d e r  C .  2 1 5 ,  § 1 5 ..............................................................................  -
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  A p p o i n t m e n t  o f  T r u s t e e  to  fill v a c a n c y .................................................
P e t i t i o n  f o r  A p p r o v a l  o f  C y  P res  A p p l i c a t i o n  o f  B o y d e n  F u n d ..........................
P e t i t i o n  fo r  I n s t r u c t i o n s ................................................................................................................
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  L a t e  A p p e a l .................................. ...........................................................................  6
P e t i t i o n s  fo r  L a t e  A p p e a l  U n d e r  C .  2 1 1. § 1 1 .................................................................
P e t i t i o n s  fo r  L a t e  A p p e a l  U n d e r  C .  2 14. § 2 8 .................................................................  2
P e t i t i o n  fo r  L a t e  A p p e a l  U n d e r  C .  231 ,  § 1 3 5 .................................................................
P e t i t i o n  f o r  A p p o i n t m e n t  o f  R e c e i v e r .................................................................................  1
P e t i t i o n s  fo r  In ju n c t iv e  R e l i e f  U n d e r  C .  2 14, §22  ....................................................... 9
P e t i t i o n  f o r  M o d i f i c a t i o n  o f  D e c r e e  U n d e r  C .  21 4 ,  § 2 2 ............................................
P e t i t i o n  fo r  I n ju n c t iv e  R e l i e f  U n d e r  C .  2 14, § 2 8 .........................................................  1
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P e t i t i o n  f o r  E x t r a o r d i n a r y  W r i t  U n d e r  C .  21 I, § 3 .......................................................  I
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  S t a y  U n d e r  C .  2 14, § 2 2 ....................................................................................  3
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  S t a y  o f  P r o c e e d i n g s ............................................................................................  4
P e t i t i o n  f o r  S t a y  p e n d i n g  A p p e a l  U n d e r  C .  2 1 5 ,  § 2 7 ..................................................  I
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  S u s p e n s i o n  o f  D e c r e e  U n d e r  C .  152, § 1 7 ............................................  2
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  S u s p e n s i o n  o f  D e c r e e  U n d e r  C .  2 14, § 2 2 ............................................  3
P e t i t i o n s  U n d e r  C .  2 1 4 .................................................................................................................... 2
P e t i t i o n s  U n d e r  C .  2 1 4 ,  § 9 ............................................................................................................  I
P e t i t i o n s  U n d e r  C .  2 14, § 2 2 .........................................................................................................  15
P e t i t i o n s  U n d e r  C .  21 4 ,  § § 2 2  a n d  2 6 ....................................................................................  I
P e t i t i o n s  U n d e r  C .  21 1. § 4 A .......................................................................................................  2
P e t i t i o n s  U n d e r  C .  2 1 5 ,  § 2 3 .........................................................................................................  4
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  R e l i e f  P e n d i n g  A p p e a l .......................................................................................  6
P e t i t i o n s  U n d e r  C y  P r e s .................................................................................................................  3
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  T a x  R e f o r m  U n d e r  C .  3 6 7 ,  A c t s  o f  1 9 7 1 ...............................................  12
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  R e v i e w .........................................................................................................................  3
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  R e f o r m a t i o n  ............................................................................................................  2
P e t i t i o n s  f o r  R e f o r m a t i o n  o f  T r u s t .......................................................................................... 1
P e t i t i o n s  to  b e  E x c u s e d  f r o m  m a k i n g  A c c u m u l a t i o n s ...............................................  6
M o t i o n  to  v a c a t e  F i n a l  D e c r e e  a s  it r e l a t e s  to  L i n c o l n  C o m p a n y ,  I n c .............  1
P e t i t i o n  o f  t h e  C o m m i s s i o n e r  o f  B a n k s  f o r  o r d e r  c o n f i r m i n g  h e r
a p p o i n t m e n t  o f  t h e  F e d e r a l  D e p o s i t  I n s u r a n c e  C o r p o r a t i o n  as
L i q u i d a t i n g  A g e n t .................................................................................................................. 1
P e t i t i o n  to  t r a n s f e r  p h y s i c a l ly ,  t r a n s c r i p t  o f  e v i d e n c e  a n d  o r i g i n a l  p a p e r  to
th e  F u l l  C o u r t  .........................................................................................................................  1
P e t i t i o n  t o  c o n t i n u e  P r e l i m i n a r y  I n j u n c t i o n  p e n d i n g  a p p e a l  t o  t h e  F u l l
C o u r t ..............................................................................................................................................  1
M o t i o n  to  a m e n d  Bill  o f  C o m p l a i n t  a n d  f o r  P r e l i m i n a r y  I n j u n c t i o n ................  1
P e t i t i o n  f o r  P r e l i m i n a r y  I n j u n c t i o n  a n d  A p p o i n t m e n t  o f  R e c e i v e r  p u r s u a n t
to  C .  27 1 .  § 6 A .......................................................................................................................... 1
P e t i t i o n  t o  file la te  E s t i m a t e d  C o s t  o f  P r e p a r a t i o n  a n d  P r i n t i n g  o f  R e c o r d  . 1
P e t i t i o n  to  S t a y  F i n a l  I n t e r l o c u t o r y  O r d e r  o f  P r o b a t e  C o u r t  U n d e r
C .  2 1 5 ,  § 2 2 ............................................................................................................................  1
P e t i t i o n  to  V a c a t e  D e c r e e  a n d  L e a v e  t o  F i l e  L a t e  A p p e a l  .....................................  I
P e t i t i o n  f o r  S t a y  o f  O r d e r  o f  P r o b a t e  C o u r t ..................................................................... 1
P e t i t i o n  to  R e v o k e  O r d e r  o f  P r o b a t e  C o u r t .......................................................................  1
195
Total  E n t r i e s  o n  E q u i t y  D o c k e t ............................................................................................................  195
Total  E n t r i e s  o n  L a w  D o c k e t .................................................................................................................. 1 ,909
Total E n t r i e s  o n  B o th  D o c k e t s ...............................................................................................................  2 , 1 0 4
APPEALS COURT
Period: August 16 — December 31,1972
1. FILINGS from August 16 to December 31, 1972 totalled 176 
cases of which 36 were transferred to the Appeals Court from the 
Supreme Judicial Court for the Commonwealth (18 on Novem­
ber 28, 1972 and 1 8 on December 26, 1 972).
DIRECT ENTRIES (filings) in the Appeals Court are presently 
averaging approximately 35.6 cases per month and expected to 
increase measurably in 1973, perhaps by some 12-15%.
TYPES OF APPEALS ARE REFLECTED AS FOLLOWS:
C r i m i n a l  A p p e a l s  C i v i l  A p p e a l s
39 1 37
2 .
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3. SOURCES OF APPEALS BY COURTS SHOWS:
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  L a n d  C o u r t  P r o b a te  C o u r t
154 5 17
4. SOURCES OF APPEALS BY COUNTIES SHOWS:
Barn stab le.............. ........  4 Hampshire. . . ....................  2
B erk sh ire ................ .......  2 Middlesex . . , ..................... 34
B risto l...................... ........  12 Norfolk........ ..................... 6
Dukes ...................... ........  1 Plymouth . . . ....................  16
E sse x ......................... ........  9 S u ffo lk ........ ....................  71
H am pden................ ........  6 Worcester .. ....................  13
DISPOSITIONS OF APPEALS:
November, 19 72  — 26 cases were scheduled for oral argument.
December, 19 72  — 23 cases were scheduled for oral argument.
6. PENDING WORKLOAD 1973:
The pending workload of the Appeals Court, at the end of calen­
dar 1972, is illustrated as follows:
January, 1973 — 41 cases were scheduled for oral argument.
February, 1973 — 40 cases were scheduled for oral argument.
March, 1973 — 40 cases were scheduled for oral argument.
7. TIME PATTERNS:
a) The time period for bringing an appeal to issue is computed as 
follows:
The starting time is the date of the original filing made with the 
Clerk’s office, and the closing time is when the appeal has been 
noticed for hearing.
T i m e  p e r io d s  f o r  a p p e a l  t o  b e  a t  is s u e :
C r i m i n a l  C iv i l
Maximum............  116 days 88 days
Minimum............  29 days 8 days
M ean...................  66.48 days 75.75 days
b) Computation for the time period in reaching a decision is 
computed as follows:
From the date an appeal is submitted for oral argument until 
the date of the official filing of the opinion on the Court docket in 
the Clerk’s office.
T i m e  p e r i o d s  b e tw e e n  b e a r in g  a n d  o f f i c ia l  f i l i n g  o f  o p i n i o n :
C r i m i n a l  C iv i l
Maximum............  45 days 45 days
Minimum............  45 days 37 days
M ean...................  45 days 40 days
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c) True mean period:
To obtain a true mean time period, one must take note of 
Appeals Court Rule number 1:12 “cases not to be argued before 
certain time. A case shall not be argued sooner than the fifty-sixth 
day after such entry except by order of the court or a justice.”
8. APPELLA TE REVIEW:
Rules for the appellate review of cases within the concurrent ju­
risdiction of the Appeals Court and the Supreme Judicial Court 
were promulgated and ordered by the Supreme Judicial Court on 
November 27, 1972 in Rule 3:24 of the Rules of that Court.
A statistical analysis shows said chapter’s being applied as fol­
lows:
N u m b e r  o f  
C a s e s
4:04 Application for Direct Appellate Review........... 3
4:05 Direct Review by Supreme Judicial C ourt......... 1
4:06 Direct Appellate Review on Certificate
of Appeals C ourt.............................................  1
4:07 Application for Further Appellate Review.........  1
SUPERIOR COURT
Appearing below in summary form, for the years 1961, 1971 and 
1972 are tables of civil and criminal trials by Superior Court justices 
as well as new entries and dispositions.
On the civil side, the figures for 1972 show an increase in entries 
over dispositions of approximately 13%.
On the criminal side, the cases on hand and entered are approxi­
mately 52% greater than the cases disposed of.
SUPERIOR COURT 
C i v i l  a n d  C r i m i n a l
( L a w  a n d  E q u i t y )
1 9 6 1  1 9 7 1  1 9 7 2
Tr ia ls  d u r i n g  y e a r  by  
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  j u s t i c e s
C i v i l ..................................................  2 , 8 6 6  2 , 5 5 6  1,991
C r i m i n a l .......................................  2 , 5 7 6  2 , 2 6 6  2 ,381
T o t a l s ....................................................  5 ,4 4 2  4 , 8 2 2  4 ,3 7 2
N ew  C a s e s
C iv i l  e n t r i e s ..................................  3 9 ,8 7 8  4 2 , 8 9 4  3 8 ,6 9 2
C r i m i n a l .......................................  2 0 , 0 3 4  3 8 ,3 5 3  41 ,2 0 1
T o t a l s ....................................................  5 9 ,9 1 2  8 1 , 2 4 7  7 9 ,8 9 3
Cases d i s p o s e d  o f
C i v i l ..................................................  3 8 ,0 8 5  3 9 ,3 1 8  3 5 ,1 4 5
C r i m i n a l ............................................  15 ,2 7 6  3 2 , 7 0 2  3 6 ,3 2 5
T o t a l s ..................................................... 53 ,361  7 2 , 0 2 0  7 1 , 4 7 0
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SUPERIOR COURT
C I V I L  S T A T I S T I C S
I. L a w  C a s e s  —  J u r y  a n d  N o n - J u r y
1 9 7 1  1 9 7 2
T r i a l s  d u r i n g  y e a r  by  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  j u s t i c e s  . 1,858 1,262
J u r y  v e r d i c t s  a n d  f in d in g s  by  th e  c o u r t ................ 1,865 1,342
O n  h a n d  —  s t a r t  o f  y e a r ............................................... 57 ,205 61 ,821
R e t r a n s f e r s ........................................................................... 1,897 1,672
T o t a l  e n t r i e s ......................................................................... 36 ,453 31 ,571
95 ,5 5 5 9 5 ,0 6 4
L ess  d i s p o s e d  o f ............................................................... — 3 3 ,6 9 8 — 3 0 ,0 7 0
O n  h a n d  e n d  o f  y e a r ............................................... 6 1 ,8 5 7
II . E q u i t y
1 9 7 1 1 9 7 2
T r i a l s  d u r i n g  y e a r  by  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ju s t i c e s 698 72 9
O n  h a n d  —  s t a r t  o f  y e a r ............................................ . 1 1,579 11,934
E n t r i e s .................................................................................... . 6,441 7,121
18 ,020 19,055
L ess  d i s p o s e d  o f ............................................................... —  5 ,6 2 0 —  5,075
O n  h a n d  —  e n d  o f  y e a r ............................................... 12 ,400
SUPERIOR COURT
64,994
13,980
A summary of criminal statistics for 1971 and 1972 follow:
S U P E R I O R  C O U R T  
C R I M I N A L  S T A T I S T I C S
T r i a l s  d u r i n g  y e a r  by  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  j u s t i c e s ..........................
T r i a l s  d u r i n g  y e a r  b y  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  j u s t i c e s ................ ........
D a y s  d u r i n g  w h ic h  a  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  j u s t i c e  s a t  f o r  t r ia ls ,
d i s p o s i t i o n s  o r  r e d i s p o s i t i o n s ....................................................
D a y s  d u r i n g  w h i c h  a  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  j u s t i c e  s a t  in S u p e r i o r  
C o u r t ........................................................................................................
1 9 7 1 1 9 7 2
2 ,2 6 6 2,381
1,368 1,659
3,5321/2 4,5791/2
8 00 861
S U P E R I O R  C O U R T
The next table is a five year comparison of criminal business and 
the attached charts give the detailed civil and criminal statistics.
S U P E R I O R  C O U R T
C R I M I N A L .  S T A T I S T I C S 1 9 6 8 -1 9 7 2
1 9 6 8 1 9 6 9 1 9 7 0 1 9 7 1 1 9 7 2
n h a n d  a t  first o f  y e a r .................. 1 1 ,774 13 ,667 18 ,306 2 2 .6 5 9 2 8 ,3 1 8
I n d i c t m e n t s  r e t u r n e d ................... 11 .524 13,371 14 ,473 19 ,470 2 0 ,8 5 6
A p p e a l  c a s e s  e n t e r e d ................... 11,371 13,137 14 ,325 16 ,684 17 ,644
A c t io n s  o n  b a i l  b o n d s ................ 77 76 22 2 28 8 563
D is p o s e d  b r t .  f o r w a r d ................ 1.305 1.176 1,367 1,348 1,218
In d ic tm e n t s  w a i v e d ..................... 45 8 575 53 7 578 90 2
C o m p l a i n t s  a f t e r  w a i v e r .......... 0 2 4 .7 3 5 7 2 8 ,3 4 2 0 3 0 ,9 2 4 0 3 8 ,3 5 3 18 41 ,2 0 1
T o t a l  ............................................... 3 6 ,5 0 9 4 2 , 0 0 9 4 9 , 3 2 0 6 1 ,0 3 2 6 9 .5 1 9
A p p e a l s  w i t h d r a w n
b e fo re  s i t t i n g ................................ 5 08 46 2 5 6 0 58 2 595
A p p e a l s  w i t h d r a w n
a f te r  n e x t  s i t t i n g ........................ 8 89 1.073 1,178 1,253 1,263
A p p e a l s  w i t h d r a w n
d u r i n g  s i t t in g  ............................. 7 46 61 7 45 5 623 7 48
D is p o s e d  o f ....................................... 2 0 , 6 9 9  — -22 ,842 21 ,551  — 2 3 ,7 0 3 24 .3 8 1  —- 2 6 ,5 7 4 3 0 . 2 4 4  — -32 ,702 3 3 ,7 1 9  —-3 6 ,3 2 5
a h a n d  a t  e n d  o f  y e a r .................. 13 ,667 18 ,306 2 2 ,6 5 6 2 8 , 3 3 0 3 3 . 1 9 4
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A P P E L L A T E  D I V I S I O N
A N N U A L  R E P O R T  O F  T H E  B U S I N E S S  O F  T H E  A P P E L L A T E  D I V I S I O N  
O F T H E  S U P E R I O R  C O U R T  
(G .  L.  C h .  2 7 8 ,  Sec.  2 8 A  - 2 8 D ,  in c lu s iv e )  
f o r  t h e  p e r i o d  c o m m e n c i n g  J u l y  1, 1971 a n d  e n d i n g  J u n e  30 ,  1972:
A s  o f  J u n e  30 ,  1971 A p p e a l s  w e r e  p e n d i n g
f o r  r e v i e w  o f ........................................................................................................ 41 3  s en te n c e s
D u r i n g  th e  p e r i o d  o f  J u l y  1, 1971 to  J u n e  30,  1972
A p p e a l s  w e r e  e n t e r e d  f o r  t h e  r e v i e w  o f ............................................... 5 00  sen te n c e s
913  sen tences
A p p e a l s  w e r e  w i t h d r a w n  w h i c h  r e l a t e d  t o .................................................  138 s en ten ces
A p p e a l s  b e c a m e  m o o t  w h i c h  r e l a t e d  t o .........................................................  13 sen te n c e s
A p p e a l s  w e r e  d i s m is s e d  a s  t o .............................................................................. 81 sen te n c e s
S e n t e n c e s  r e d u c e d ........................................................................................................ 25 s en ten ces
S e n t e n c e s  i n c r e a s e d ..................................................................................................  8 sen te n c e s
A p p e a l s  p e n d i n g  o n  J u n e  30.  1972 as  t o ......................................................  653 s en ten ces
913 sen tences
T h e  A p p e l l a t e  D i v i s i o n  w a s  in  s e s s i o n  f o r  tw e lv e  days .
L a n d  C o u r t
The four year comparative statistics show increases in new cases 
and in dispositions. In the absence of an inventory of pending cases it 
is not possible to determine the size and character of the back log.
CIVIL BUSINESS STATISTICS — SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1972, AS REPORTED BY CLERKS OF SAID COURT
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Barnstable 
Contracts....... 114 55 0 0 0 73 0 55 0 3 131 1 6 0 1 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 158 60 1 58 2 21 134 39 0 158 60 0 0 0 0
Motor Torts. . . 184 20 2 0 1 93 0 57 0 5 155 5 1 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 235 23 0 92 0 12 209 21 0 235 23 0 0 0 0
Other Torts .. . 109 11 0 0 0 42 0 9 0 1 52 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 123 12 0 35 0 2 102 9 0 123 12 0 0 0 0
Land Takings . 51 2 0 0 0 35 0 0 0 0 35 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 71 5 0 12 0 0 70 5 0 71 5 0 0 0 0
All Others---- 2 58 0 0 0 34 0 0 0 0 34 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 68 0 3 0 17 6 25 0 6 68 0 0 0 0
TOTALS. .. 460 146 2 0 1 277 0 121 0 9 407 10 9 0 4 0 2 5 1 0 0 0 0 593 168 1 200 2 52 521 99 0 593 168 0 0 0 0 0 66 0 404 258 161 501 20
BERKSHIRE
Contracts....... 196 124 0 0 0 141 0 15 0 3 159 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 197 161 9 82 3 27 159 38 0 197 161 0 0 0 0
Motor Torts.. . 415 23 0 1 1 225 0 29 0 10 264 2 1 0 5 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 469 23 44 156 6 6 409 18 0 469 23 0 0 0 0
Other Torts .. . 210 4 0 0 0 92 0 7 0 1 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 255 7 0 52 0 0 241 7 0 255 7 0 0 0 0
Land Takings . 
All Others . . . .
75 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 0 16 6 3 0 6 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 70 0 0 21 0 0 68 0 0 70 0 0 0 0 0
2 6 0 0 0 6 0 1 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 9 0 4 0 1 1 3 0 1 9 0 0 0 0
TOTALS.. . 898 157 0 1 1 480 0 52 0 14 546 9 5 0 11 0 2 4 1 0 0 0 0 992 200 53 315 9 34 878 66 0 992 200 0 0 0 0 0 32>/2 0 244 133 71 306 6
BRISTOL
Contracts....... 280 121 3 2 3 143 0 87 0 9 239 12 14 0 7 1 4 12 2 0 0 0 0 347 132 0 131 0 59 244 83 1 347 132 0 0 0 0
Motor Torts. .. 2,000 147 22 0 11 453 1 329 0 44 827 63 9 0 34 5 24 7 2 0 0 0 0 1,720 151 0 1,014 0 90 1,274 94 0 1,720 151 0 0 0 0
Other Torts .. • 610 40 10 0 6 195 0 77 0 8 280 17 1 0 9 3 5 0 1 0 0 0 0 609 58 0 277 0 14 449 45 0 609 58 0 0 0 0
Land Takings . 155 7 0 0 0 65 0 0 0 0 65 22 0 1 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 160 11 0 48 0 4 142 10 0 160 11 0 0 0 0
All Others---- 24 93 0 0 0 37 0 20 0 0 57 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 16 96 0 39 0 26 18 22 0 16 96 0 0 0 0
TOTALS.. . 3,069 408 35 2 20 893 1 513 0 61 1,468 114 25 1 71 9 33 20 5 0 0 0 0 2,852 448 0 1,509 0 193 2,127 254 1 2,852 448 0 0 0 0 0 214 0 556 512 479 589 177
DUKES
Contracts....... 9 10 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 12 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 10 8 0 7 0 7 10 8 0 10 8 0 0 0 0
Motor Torts.. . 17 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 8 0 1 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0
Other Torts . . . 7 1 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 7 0 5 0 0 13 7 0 13 7 0 0 0 0
Land Takings . 
All Others . . . .
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 3 1 0 0 0 0
T O T A L S . . . 33 12 0 0 0 2 9 0 0 0 0 29 2 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 16 0 20 0 8 30 16 0 30 16 0 0 0 0 0 8
0 50 14 6 58 0
E s s e x
C o n t r a c t s ........... 831 2 6 8 9 2 3 3 7 7 0 168 0 6 551 14 2 0 3 2 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 1,199 36 7 6 0 22 4 12 771 99 0 1 ,199 367 0 0 0 0
M o to r  T o r t s .  . . 3 ,3 9 3 86 51 1 6 80 5 0 4 3 4 0 53 1,292 9 4 1 0 44 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 ,7 2 6 110 142 7 5 7 13 81 2 ,7 2 1 59 5 3 , 7 2 6 110 0 0 0 0
O th e r  T o r t s  . .  . 94 5 54 10 1 3 3 3 7 0 108 0 6 451 32 1 0 5 11 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,213 85 2 9 1 14 1 22 80 5 27 2 1,213 85 0 0 0 0
L a n d  T a k i n g s  . 
All O th e r s  . . . .
32 7 6 0 0 0 73 0 0 0 0 73 25 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5 4 7 3 41 0 1 251 3 0 3 5 4 7 0 0 0 0
1 71 0 0 0 76 0 0 0 0 76 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 96 0 2 0 4 8 1 19 0 2 96 0 0 0 0
T O T A L S . . . 5 ,4 9 7 4 8 5 7 0 4 12 1 ,668 0 7 1 0 0 65 2 ,4 4 3 166 4 2 52 14 24 4 0 0 0 0 0 6 ,4 9 4 665 2 3 4 9 3 6 18 164 4 , 5 4 9 2 0 7 7 6 , 4 9 4 665 0 0 0 0 0
2 4 6 0 9 3 4 6 7 7 64 7 9 6 4 22
F r a n k l i n  
C o n t r a c t s ........... 21 10 0 0 0 8 0 9 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 29 0 0 13 2 2 ■ 24 2 0 25 7 0 3 0 0
M o to r  T o r t s . . . 194 0 0 0 0 76 0 9 0 0 85 15 0 0 2 0 8 0 0 0 0 5 0 182 0 0 88 0 0 178 0 0 187 0 ' 5 0 0 0
O t h e r  T o r t s  . . . 48 0 0 0 0 18 0 4 0 0 22 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 21 0 0 48 0 0 50 0
0 0 0 0
L a n d  T a k i n g s  . 
All O t h e r s  . . . .
- 28 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8 8 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 26 0 0 9 0 0 25 0 0 2 7 0 1 0 0 0
7 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 4 0 3 0 0 10 0 0 7 4 0 0 0 0
T O T A L S . . 2 9 8 10 0 0 0 117 0 22 0 0 139 26 0 0 9 0 8 0 0 0 0 6 3 2 9 4 4 0 134 2 2 2 8 5 2 0 2 9 6 11 6 3 0
0 7 321/2 3 51 23 2 4 52- 4
H a m p d e n  
C o n t r a c t s ........... 3 9 4 105 13 2 0 . 2 5 8 0 64 0 0 32 2 5 2 0 5 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 53 7 155 0 111 0 33 53 7 155 0 53 7 155 0 0 0
0
M o t o r  T o r t s .  . . 2 , 6 6 2 150 139 4 7 1 ,192 0 4 3 7 0 0 1,629 18 6 0 13 0 5 6 0 0 0 0 0 2 ,7 1 4 2 68 0 1 ,5 1 0 0 99 2 , 7 1 4 2 6 8 0 2 , 7 1 4 268 0 0 0
0
O t h e r  T o r t s  . .  . 581 4 6 22 1 3 3 6 2 0 86 0 0 4 4 8 10 2 0 5 1 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 75 7 62 0 2 3 0 0 52 7 5 7 62 0 7 5 7 62 0 0 0 0
L a n d  T a k i n g s  . 126 0 0 0 0 59 0 1 0 0 6 0 13 0 0 13 0 0 4 2 0 0 0 0 126 13 0 28 0 19 126 13 0 126 L3 0 0 0
0
4 6 131 0 1 0 131 0 0 0 0 131 0 6 ' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 182 0 21 0 54 52 182 0 52 182 0 0 0 0
T O T A L S . . . 3 , 8 0 9 4 3 2 174 8 10 2 ,0 0 2 0 58 8 0 0 2 , 5 9 0 46 16 0 36 1 9 13 3 0 0 0 0 4 , 1 8 6 6 8 0 0 1 ,900 0 2 5 7 4 , 1 8 6 6 8 0 0 4 , 1 8 6
6 8 0 0 0 0 0 32 5 3 4 6 89 351 32 5 2 0 6 4 7 0 35
H a m p s h i r e
0 45 24 0 0 0 0C o n t r a c t s ........... 41 22 2 0 0 3 4 0 1 1 0 1 4 6 2 3 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 45 24 0 29 0 13 36 11
M o t o r  T o r t s .  . . 169 6 4 0 0 96 0 26 0 1 123 9 2 1 6 10 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 157 7 2 129 0 7 140 0 0 157 7
0 0 0 0
O t h e r  T o r t s  . . . 45 1 3 0 0 42 0 3 0 0 45 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 59 2 0 3 0 0 3 55 1 0 59 2
0 0 0 0
L a n d  T a k i n g s  . 2 4 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 7 0 0 20 0 0 25 0 0
0 0 0
A l l  O t h e r s  . . . . 0 9 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 ' 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 3 0 8 0 0 9 0 0
0 0
T O T A L S . . . 2 7 9 38 9 0 0 183 0 4 0 0 2 2 25 13 5 3 7 10 4 1 3 0 0 0 0 2 8 6 4 2 2 195 0 26 251 2 0 0 2 8 6 42 0 0
0 0 0 28 0 114 65 4 0 139 5
M i d d l e s e x
0 1,986 87 8 0 0 0 1C o n t r a c t s ........... 1 ,545 7 8 8 . 12 6 11 9 4 0 0 4 9 5 0 82 1 ,517 15 5 0 9 2 4 5 0 0 0 0 0 1,986 87 8 15 64 5 4 333 1,593 6 3 6
M o t o r  T o r t s .  . . 8 ,9 9 8 8 6 2 68 12 38 2 , 6 9 9 0 1,186 0 188 4 ,0 7 3 71 3 0 87 14 9 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 8 ,5 3 8 6 1 0 84 4 , 5 2 9 7 2 2 0 7 ,6 6 3 4 1 9 38 8 ,5 3 8 6 1 0 0 0
0 0
O t h e r  T o r t s  . . . 2 ,9 1 5 28 5 14 3 17 1,081 0 291 0 23 1 ,395 52 15 0 22 15 15 4 10 0 0 0 0 3 ,4 1 8 2 4 5 3 921 1 62 2 , 8 8 6 186 1 3 ,4 1 8 245 0 0
2 0
L a n d  T a k i n g s  . 3 9 0 37 0 0 0 127 0 0 0 0 127 11 6 0 11 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 461 18 0 78 0 4 5 7 6 14 0 461 18 0 0
0 0
42 30 2 2 1 0 193 5 182 0 18 39 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 114 4 0 9 0 136 0 139 107 88 0 114 4 0 9 0 0 0
0
T O T A L S . . . 1 3 ,8 9 0 2 , 2 7 4 96 22 66 5 , 0 4 0 5 2 , 1 5 4 0 311 7 , 5 1 0 149 29 0 129 31 109 19 10 0 0 0 0 14 ,517 2 , 1 6 0 102 6 ,3 0 9 12 7 5 8 12 ,825 1,343 39 14 ,5 1 7 2 ,1 6 0 0 0
2 1 120 8 8 0 30 8 2 ,4 8 5 1,525 8 1 0 3 , 2 0 0 101
N a n t u c k e t
0 0 0 0 0C o n t r a c t s ........... 3 3 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 2 3 4 0 5 0 0 3 4 6 6
M o t o r  T o r t s .  . . 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0
O t h e r  T o r t s  . . . 1 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 ■ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 0 0 0
0 0
L a n d  T a k i n g s  . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0
A l l  O t h e r s  . . . . 0 1 0 0 0 ' 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
0
T O T A L S . . . 6 4 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 15 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 2 10 4 0 6 0 0 Ì 0 4 0 13 6 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 4 9 5 8 0
N o r f o l k
4 3 2 0 0 0 0C o n t r a c t s ........... 7 1 2 3 5 6 2 4 2 3 9 6 0 2 3 5 0 0 631 13 9 1 9 0 3 7 2 0 0 0 0 84 2 4 3 2 14 2 97 5 125 72 5 30 5 0 84 2
M o t o r  T o r t s .  . . 3 ,0 9 3 30 6 44 7 19 91 3 0 4 4 6 0 78 1,437 62 14 0 48 3 11 10 4 0 0 0 0 2,691 2 9 8 105 1,678 4 147 2 , 3 9 6 2 2 4 0 2,691 29 8 0 0 0 0
O t h e r  T o r t s  . . . 881 94 9 5 5 4 0 8 0 125 0 0 53 3 34 3 0 2 0 4 10 2 1 0 0 0 0 966 107 3 4 0 8 0 33 86 8 63 0 96 6 107 0 0 0 0
L a n d  T a k i n g s  . 184 0 0 0 0 29 0 83 0 0 112 13 4 0 13 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 171 0 0 52 0 2 171 0 0 171 0 0 0 0 0
A l l  O t h e r s  . . . . 23 20 8 0 0 0 144 0 0 0 0 144 0 24 0 0 0 0 15 9 0 0 0 0 39 2 55 0 50 0 87 39 2 0 5 0 39 25 5 0 0 0 0
T O T A L S . . . 4 .8 9 3 9 6 4 55 16 26 1 ,890 0 8 8 9 0 78 2 ,8 5 7 122 54 1 90 7 24 38 16 0 0 0 0 4 ,7 0 9 1,092 122 2 ,4 8 5 9 3 9 4 4 , 1 9 9 7 9 7 0 4 ,7 0 9 1,092 0 0 0 0
10 2 33 15 1,033 4 9 4 2 8 0 1,247 19
P l y m o u t h
0 0 0 0C o n t r a c t s ........... 31 2 148 1 0 8 172 0 132 0 0 3 0 4 6 1 0 1 0 5 1 0 0 0 34 73 43 6 116 0 61 0 2 9 4 1 7 1 14 4 4 7 0 189
M o t o r  T o r t s .  . . 1 ,672 129 12 0 36 4 3 8 27 4 3 6 0 1 9 0 2 13 0 0 7 0 6 0 0 0 0 104 67 1,865 97 15 561 4 30 1,850 9 0 3 1,969 164 0 0
0 0
O t h e r  T o r t s  . . . 58 0 44 7 0 13 179 0 9 6 0 0 2 7 5 10 0 0 4 2 4 0 0 0 0 29 21 723 49 0 166 0 6 70 7 45 0 55 2 70 0 0 0 0
L a n d  T a k i n g s  . 77 4 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 29 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 97 1 0 6 0 2 97 1
83
0 101 i
8 6
0 0 0 0
A l l  O t h e r s  . . . . 20 82 0 0 0 84 0 0 0 0 84 1 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 3 33 83 0 4 0 20 33 0 33 0 0 0 0
T O T A L S . . . 2 ,661 40 7 20 0 57 9 0 2 27 6 6 4 0 1 1 ,594 35 5 0 17 2 15 5 0 0 0 171 164 3 ,154 3 4 6 15 7 9 8 4 87 3 ,1 0 4 33 3 7 3 ,325 5 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 165 0 7 2 9 531 1 10 1,162 13
S u f f o l k
76 133 0 0C o n t r a c t s ........... 1,895 1,005 33 8 36 1,185 0 5 9 0 0 24 1,799 19 2 6 1 1 1 1 6 21 5 0 0 3 1 2 ,266 1,296 45 813 16 3 0 0 1,795 881 0 2 ,2 6 6 1,296
M o t o r  T o r t s .  . . 7 ,5 0 8 85 6 30 6 2 6 165 2 ,271 0 1,407 0 192 3 , 8 7 0 113 17 0 59 5 4 9 13 4 0 0 3 2 6,893 1,138 221 4,141 21 2 6 6 5 ,3 6 4 883 0 6 ,8 9 3 1,138 293 105 0 0
O t h e r  T o r t s  . . . 3 ,2 5 6 2 3 2 63 2 50 1,354 0 4 0 4 0 15 1,773 52 16 5 17 13 17 12 4 0 0 1 C 3,76C 3 4 6 83 1,288 2 93 3 ,1 2 0 2 4 6 0 3 ,7 6 0 3 4 6 105 30 0 0
1 L a n d  T a k i n g s  . 543 7 0 0 0 63 0 0 0 0 63 61 17 0 61 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 C 495 6 4 110 0 13 473 3 0 495 6 42 1120
0 0
All Others . . . . 139 820 5 0 1 589 0 215 0 37 841 1 51 0 0 1 0 46 5 0 0 0 C 142 1,059 1 181 117 186 128 557 0 142 1,059 0 0 0
TOTALS. . . 13,341 2,920 407 36 252 5,462 0 2,616 0 268 8,346 246 127 6 148 20 72 109 18 0 0 7 3 13,556 3,845 354 6,533 156 858 10,880 2,570 0 13,556 3,845 516 389 0 0 88 1,454 390 4,342 1.805 1,459 4,688 268
W o r c e s t e r
337 0 0 0 0Contracts....... 365 130 4 0 18 365 0 84 0 13 462 1 7 0 1 0 1 3 4 0 0 0 C 333 134 1 1 352 1 115 337 110 2 134
Motor Torts. . . 2,708 88 165 4 45 1,878 0 120 0 40 2,038 8 8 0 29 1 12 9 0 0 0 0 C 1,616 136 20 3,215 0 81 1,616 76 17 1,616 136 0 0 0 0
Other Torts . . . 766 49 16 0 12 659 0 44 0 15 718 5 3 0 2 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 C 644 66 7 831 0 29 644 33 15 644 66 0 0 0 0
Land Takings . 181 8 0 0 0 58 0 0 0 0 58 4 2 0 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 C 205 14 0 39 0 2 205 7 2 205 14 0 0 0 0
All Others . . . . 28 107 1 0 10 97 0 23 0 6 126 3 2 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 C 2i 120 0 18 5 76 28 76 0 28 120 0 0 0 0
TOTALS. . . 4,048 382 186 4 80 3,05' 0 271 0 74 3,402 21 22 0 36 6 14 15 8 0 0 0 C 2.83C 470 38 4,455 6 303 2,830 302 36 2,830 470 0 0 0 0 36 251
117 637 750 777 610 59
G r a n d  T o t a l s 53,182 8,639 1,054 93 525 22,015 33 8,640 0 883 31,571 960 302 14 610 101 317 234 66 0 0 187 172 54,50: 10,140 921 25,795 218 3,136 46,675 6,693 90 54,679 10,313 522 392
2 1 586 3,958 922 11,934 7,121 5,075 13,994 729
61,821
___ I___ Ll _ 3
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R E P O R T  T O  T H E  S U P R E M E  J U D I C I A L  C O U R T
C R I M I N A L  B U S I N E S S  S T A T I S T I C S  O F  T H E  S U P E R I O R  C O U R T  F O R  T H E  Y E A R  E N D I N G  J U N E  30 ,  1972
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1. N u m b e r  o n  h a n d  a t  f i r s t  o f  y e a r  ( 7 / 1 / 7 1 ) ............. 805 2 9 5 2 ,2 1 3 16 5 ,8 5 6 177 4 , 0 9 2 6 3 2 3 ,5 6 8 9 1,211 3 ,1 4 2 3 , 9 8 0 2,322 2 8 , 3 1 8
2. I n d i c t m e n t s  r e t u r n e d ..................................................... 8 2 2 4 1 7 1,840 32 1,526 2 5 4 1,925 43 0 2 ,9 6 0 4 1,207 1 ,309 4 ,4 3 1 3 ,6 9 9 2 0 , 8 5 6
3. A p p e a l  c a s e s  e n t e r e d  .................................................. 7 9 4 176 1,265 27 2 , 1 3 4 196 1,147 348 3 ,1 7 5 11 1,205 1,365 3 ,181 2 ,6 2 0 1 7 ,6 4 4
4. A c t i o n s  o n  b a i l  b o n d s  f o r  r e c o g n i z a n c e s  e n t e r e d 0 0 0 0 115 7 13 0 37 0 43 0 31 5 33 56 3
5. D is p o s e d  o f  in  p r e v i o u s  y e a r s  — - b r o u g h t  f o r w a r d  f o r  r e d i s p o s i t i o n ____ 0 0 83 0 11 0 3 2 0 161 3 39 78 4 7 9 3 3 2 1,218
6. I n d i c t m e n t s  w a i v e d .......................................................... 48 0 33 5 0 67 0 23 I 16 0 194 28 0 190 9 0 2
7. C o m p l a i n t s  f i led  a f t e r  w a i v e r  o f  i n d i c t m e n t  . . . . 0 1,664 0 593 0 3 ,5 2 3 0 59 0 3 ,8 5 3 0 4 5 7 17 3 ,1 5 7 1 7 8 0 0 6 ,3 4 9 0 18 0 2 ,6 8 8 0 2 , 7 8 0  0 8 ,4 0 6 0 6,874 18 4 1 ,2 0 1
8. 2 ,4 6 9 8 8 8 5 , 7 3 6 75 9 , 7 0 9 6 3 4 7 , 2 4 9 1,412 9 , 9 1 7 27 3 ,8 9 9 5 ,9 2 2 12 ,3 8 6 9 ,196 6 9 , 5 1 9
9. A p p e a l s  w i t h d r a w n  b e f o r e  s i t t i n g  f o l l o w i n g  e n t r y  . 35 6 56 4 49 30 51 28 0 5 52 67 183 29 5 9 5
10. A p p e a l s  w i t h d r a w n  a f t e r  n e x t  s i t t i n g  u n d e r  G . L  c  2 7 8  § 25 28 27 2 4 0 271 11 30 18 4 5 0 0 0 181 147 76 1,263
11. A p p e a l s  w i t h d r a w n  d u r i n g  s i t t i n g *  . ........................ 70 5 113 3 63 55 8 62 52 0 122 9 0 10 9 5 7 4 8
12. D i s p o s e d  o f  d u r i n g  y e a r ..................................................... 1 ,377 1,510 44 3 481 3 , 1 5 0 3 ,3 4 3 33 4 0 1 ,874 2 ,2 5 7 301 39 7 1 ,990 2 , 0 7 9 575 683 4 ,0 7 3 4 ,5 7 5 19 24 2 , 8 9 0 3 ,0 6 4 2 ,5 8 7 2 ,9 2 5  8 ,1 8 5 8 ,5 2 5 6 ,2 2 2 6,422 3 3 , 7 1 9  3 6 ,3 2 5
13. R e m a i n i n g  a t  e n d  o f  y e a r .................................................. 959 4 0 7 2 ,3 9 3 35 7 , 4 5 2 2 3 7 5 , 1 7 0 7 2 9 5 ,3 4 2 3 83 5 2 ,9 9 7 3,861 2,774 3 3 , 1 9 4
14. A w a i t i n g  t r i a l  a t  e n d  o f  y e a r ............................................. 558 281 1,751 35 5 ,6 7 3 174 5 , 1 8 0 4 1 9 5 ,0 3 2 3 4 5 0 2 ,8 5 5 3 ,6 7 4 1,423 2 7 , 5 0 8
15. T r i a l s  d u r i n g  y e a r  b y  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  j u s t i c e s .............  . . . . 55 11 35 8 160 5 109 61 5 1 9 19 144 2 2 5 7 6 2 268 2 ,381
16. T r i a l s  d u r i n g  y e a r  b y  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  j u s t i c e s ................ . . . . 64 13 51 0 241 32 128 9 8 2 0 7 0 97 158 36 2 208 1 ,659
17. D a y s  d u r i n g  w h i c h  a  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  j u s t i c e  s a t  f o r  t r i a ls ,  d i s p o s i t i o n s  o r 70 4 8 2 0 2 10 181 241/2 551 6 0 8 9 6 9 2 4 5 196 1,579 508 4 , 5 7 9 ‘/ i
r e d i s p o s i t i o n s ..................................................................... 37 19 6 0 0 9 0 28 37 24 105 0 82 43 172 164 861
18. D a y s  d u r i n g  w h i c h  a  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  j u s t i c e  s a t  in  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t ___
»(In Suffolk County appeals in this category are included in the preceding classification.)

L A N D  C O U R T
C O M P A R A T I V E  O F  F O U R  Y E A R S  —  J U L Y  I, 1968 T O  J U N E  30,  1972
L a n d  R e g i s t r a t i o n ...............................................................................................
L a n d  C o n f i r m a t i o n ..................................................................................’ ’ ’ '
L a n d  R e g i s t r a t i o n ,  S u b s e q u e n t ..................................................................
T a x  L ien  .................................................................................................................
E q u i ty  & M i s c e l l a n e o u s ..................................................................................
T o t a l  C a s e s  E n t e r e d ...............................................................................
D e c r e e  P la n s  M a d e  ....................................................................................
S u b d iv i s io n  P l a n s  M a d e ...............................................................................
T o t a l  P l a n s  M a d e ....................................................................................
T o t a l  A p p r o p r i a t i o n ..........................................................................................
F e e s  S e n t  to  S t a t e  T r e a s u r e r .....................................................................
I n c o m e  f r o m  A s s u r a n c e  F u n d - A p p l i c a b l e  t o  E x p e n s e s
T o t a l  E x p e n d i t u r e s .......................................................................................
N e t  C o s t  to  C o m m o n w e a l t h .......................................................................
C l a i m s  P a id  F r o m  A s s u r a n c e  F u n d  D u r i n g  Y e a r .............
A s s u r a n c e  F u n d  (C lo s e  o f  F i s c a l  Y e a r ) ........................................
A sse ssed  V a l u e  o f  L a n d  o n  P e t i t i o n s  in  R e g i s t r a t i o n  a n d  
■ C o n f i r m a t i o n  C a s e s  E n t e r e d .....................................................
C A S E S  D I S P O S E D  O F  B Y  F I N A L
L a n d  R e g i s t r a t i o n ........................................................................
L a n d  C o n f i r m a t i o n .....................................................................
L a n d  R e g i s t r a t i o n ,  S u b s e q u e n t ................................................’
T a x  L i e n  ..................................................................................
E q u i t y  &  M i s c e l l a n e o u s ..........................................................
T o t a l  C a s e s  D i s p o s e d  o f .....................................................
711/68 to 7/1/69 to
6/30/69 6/30/70
41 I
34
1,317
55 9
2 ,5 6 2
461
32
1,223
8 1 6
2 ,6 2 3
4 .8 8 3  5 ,1 5 5
3 7 0  4 0 6
5 83  56 4
9 53  9 7 0
$ 5 9 4 , 3 4 2 .0 0
8 7 ,9 3 5 .5 5  
1 1 ,448 .09  
5 9 0 , 7 5 3 .5 5  
4 9 1 .3 6 9 .9 1  
5 0 0 .0 0  
2 8 3 , 9 9 0 .6 9
$ 6 8 8 , 5 0 0 .0 0
9 3 ,2 6 2 .3 1  
1 7 ,7 2 1 .6 6  
6 8 4 , 1 5 2 .0 4  
5 7 3 , 1 6 8 .0 7  
N o n e  
2 9 3 , 3 2 1 .6 7
7/1/70 to 
6/30/71
413  
34  
1,255 
8 16  
2,71 1
5 ,2 2 9
4 4 4
60 6
1,050
$ 7 2 2 , 5 0 0 .0 0  
9 0 , 7 1 5 .4 9  
1 4 ,2 9 2 .1 2  
6 6 4 , 0 0 2 .9 0  
5 5 8 , 9 9 5 .2 9  
N o n e  
3 0 2 , 3 9 2 .1 8
$ 1 2 , 4 2 4 ,4 9 8 . 8 6  $ 1 5 , 1 0 1 ,0 6 3 . 1 8 $ 7 , 7 4 4 ,4 4 8 . 4 2
O R D E R ,  D E C R E E  O R  J U D G M E N T
.............  533
........ 20
.............  1 ,317
.............  71 4
.............  2 ,9 8 6
.............  5 ,5 7 0
B E F O R E  H E A R I N G
4 0 6 403
36 30
1,223 1,255
62 5 502
1,815 2 ,0 6 2
4 .1 0 5 4 ,2 5 2
C A S E S  P E N D I N G  B E F O R E  T H E  C O U R T  A S  O F  J U N E  3 0  1972 
L a n d  R e g i s t r a t i o n ................................................................................
T a x  L i e n  .................................................................................. ’ ’ .....................................................................................................................................
L a n d  R e g i s t r a t i o n ,  S u b s e q u e n t  P e t i t i o n s  . .........................................................................................................................................
E q u i t y — M i s c e l l a n e o u s ................................................  ............................................................................................................................
" T h e  cour t is in the process  o f  reviewin  
* ln c lu des  "
* Includes 5 7 8 ‘cases ^ m isled  o ^ S ^  f l f d & V d f° r inaCtivily and ,hen establish a P^ding >««■I 10 cases dismissed of which 50 were d i s n S u n d e r  R u ^ f a n S ^
7/1/71 to 
6/30/72
35 6
37
1,617
579
2 ,983
5 ,5 7 2
451
7 6 4
1.215
$ 7 2 6 , 8 3 9 .0 0  
1 2 6 ,4 7 6 .6 5  
1 2 ,4 4 6 .2 6  
6 8 2 , 6 3 1 .8 0  
5 4 3 , 7 0 8 .8 9  
N o n e  
31 1 ,049 .36
$ 9 , 3 3 0 ,3 9 4 . 6 0
9 7  j **
29
1,617
9 8 8 * * *
2 ,0 5 0
5 ,655
1,997
2 ,4 2 0
N o n e
O'
O'
(X
C/i
R
E
P
O
R
T
 T
O
 S
U
P
R
E
M
E
 JU
D
IC
IA
L
 C
O
U
R
T
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P r o b a t e  C o u r t s
The total of original entries including divorce decreased about 
4.3% from 131,604 in 1970 to 126,158 in 1971.
The total of divorce original entries increased about 8.4% from 
18,290 in 1970 to 19,973 in 1971.
Among the five counties showing the largest number of entries, 
Worcester County became third in rank. Norfolk County went from 
third to last position in 1971.
Original entries (including divorce) for all counties, 
with divorce libels in ( )
1 9 7 0  1 9 7 1
1 9 7 0  to  
1 9 7 1
B a r n s t a b l e  . . 
B e r k s h i r e  . .
B r i s t o l ..........
D u k e s ...........
E s s e x .............
F r a n k l i n . . . 
H a m p d e n  . . 
H a m p s h i r e . 
M id d l e s e x  . 
N a n t u c k e t  . 
N o r f o l k  . . . 
P l y m o u t h  . 
S u f fo lk  . . .
W o r c e s t e r .
T o t a l s
2 .8 4 0 3 ,067 + 227
( 4 7 7 ) ( 515) ( + 38)
3.101 2 ,753 - 348
( 4 99) ( 535) ( + 36)
7 ,0 1 0 7.821 + 811
( 1.471) ( 1 ,762) ( + 291)
253 383 + 130
( 43) ( 47) ( + 4)
12 ,452 13,213 + 761
( 1 .591) ( 1 .677) ( + 86)
1.535 1.633 + 98
( 25 6 ) ( 2 73 ) ( + 17)
8 .6 1 8 8 ,309 - 309
( 1,958) ( 2 .0 0 1 ) ( +
43)
2 ,4 2 7 2 ,2 0 9 — 218
( 381) ( 4 6 8 ) ( + 87)
3 7 ,5 2 2 33 ,4 6 7 4.055
( 4 ,1 2 3 ) ( 4 ,4 9 2 ) ( +
369)
169 182 + 13
( 11) ( 19) ( + 8)
14 .734 12 ,550 - 2,184
( 1,495) ( 1 ,727) ( +
232)
8 ,0 8 9 7 ,913 — 176
( 1 ,241) ( 1 ,422) ( +
181)
18,61 1 18.560 - 51
( 2 ,5 1 4 ) ( 2 ,5 4 4 ) ( + 30)
14,243 14,098 - 145
( 2 ,230 ) ( 2 ,4 9 1 ) ( + 261)
131 ,604 126 ,158 - 5 ,446
( 18,290) ( 19 ,973) ( + 1,683)
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Five Counties with largest number of 
original entries (including divorce)
1 9 7 0 1 9 7 1
M i d d l e s e x ..................... ............. 37.522 M i d d l e s e x ..................... ............... 33,467
S u f f o l k ............................. ............. 18.611 S u f f o l k ............................. ............... 18,560
N o r f o l k  .......................... ............. 14,734 W o r c e s t e r ..................... ............... 14,098
W o r c e s t e r ........................ ................ 14,243 E s s e x ............................... ............... 13,213
E s s e x .................................. ............  12,452 N o r f o l k .......................... ............... 12,550
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E X T R A C T S  F R O M  T H E  R E P O R T S  O F  T H E  R E G IS T E R S
B
ar
ns
ta
bl
e
B
er
k
sh
ir
e
B
ri
st
ol
D
u
k
es
O r i g i n a l  e n t r i e s  ( i n c l u d i n g  d i v o r c e ) ........................................................ . . .  . 3 ,0 6 7 2 ,7 5 3 7,821 383
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n  a l l o w e d .................................................................................. 165 188 815 42
W i l l s  a l l o w e d .......................................................................................................... 545 2 8 0 757 63
G u a r d i a n s h i p s  ( m i n o r ) ..................................................................................... 29 11 96 3
G u a r d i a n s h i p s  ( m e n t a l l y  i l l ) ........................................................................ 8 11 25 0
C o n s e r v a t o r s  D e c r e e s  ..................................................................................... 23 54 84 6
A c c o u n t s  &  D i s t r i b u t i o n  D e c r e e s ............................................................. ____ 4 9 6 7 8 4 762 96
T r u s t e e s  D e c r e e s .................................................................................................. ____ 42 22 80 5
38 9 48 0
R e s t r a i n i n g  O r d e r s ,  e tc .  D e c r e e s ............................................................. ____ 2 4 11 38 0
P r o  C o n f e s s o  D e c r e e s ..................................................................................... ____ 13 1 21 0
6 6 15 0
R e a l  E s t a t e  S a l e s .................................................................................................. ____ 111 125 458 24
S e p a r a t e  S u p p o r t  ............................................................................................... 10 30 74 1
C o n t e m p t s  a n d  M o d i f i c a t i o n s ..................................................................... ____ 3 3 23 1
P e t i t i o n s  d i s m i s s e d ............................................................................................. 26 11 344 2
D e s e r t i o n  a n d  L i v i n g  A p a r t  ( a l l o w e d ) .................................................. 0 2 4 0
C u s t o d y —  M i n o r s  ( a l l o w e d ) ..................................................................... 8 5 12 0
D i v o r c e :
O r i g i n a l  e n t r i e s .......................................................................................... 51 5 535 1,762 47
D e c r e e s  n i s i .................................................................................................. 3 2 6 2 0 8 1,396 25
D e c r e e s  d i s m i s s e d .................................................................................. ____ 52 4 6 153
4
O t h e r  D e c r e e s  &  O r d e r s  ( i n c l u d i n g  m o d i f i c a t i o n s
a n d  c o n t e m p t s ,  e t c . ) ..................................................................... ____ 192 126 803
14
D i s m i s s e d  u n d e r  R u l e  4 8  .................................................................. 52 45 158
!
131 103 217 3
—
C o m m i t m e n t s :
M e n t a l l y  ill a n d  F e e b l e  M i n d e d 0 0 0 0
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OF P R O B A T E  F O R  T H E  Y E A R  E N D I N G  D E C E M B E R  3 1. | 9 7 |
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1 3 , 2 1 3 1 , 6 3 3 8 , 3 0 9 2 , 2 0 9 3 3 , 4 6 7 1 8 2 1 2 , 5 5 0 7 , 9 1 3 1 8 , 5 6 0 1 1 4 , 0 9 8 1 2 6 , 1 5 8
1 , 0 1 7 1 14 6 3 4 1 3 6 1 , 9 6 7 1 0 1 , 0 2 3 5 0 1 1 , 6 2 2 1 , 2 1 6 9 , 4 5 0
1 , 3 7 3 1 9 0 7 3 2 2 2 7 3 , 0 0 2 2 0 1 , 4 0 4 6 0 7 1 , 2 0 4 1 , 5 4 4 1 1 , 9 4 8
2 0 3 3 2 1 6 2 6 5 5 2 3 0 1 9 0 8 5 2 3 1 2 3 6 1 . 8 6 6
3 3 7 3 2 14 1 2 5 0 3 5 2 2 7 5 8 9 4 7 6
1 7 0 2 9 1 7 2 2 8 6 1 4 0 2 1 0 1 16 3 3 2 2 3 2 2 , 0 7 0
2 , 5 8 3 4 3 8 1 . 8 2 9 4 2 3 1 1 , 8 0 8 2 9 2 , 9 4 5 8 9 9 3 , 1 3 9 2 , 3 9 8 2 8 , 6 2 9
1 7 9 10 4 6 1 2 3 3 2 2 2 3 5 8 3 1 18 1 15 1 , 2 8 1
101 10 9 2 3 9 2 4 9 2 1 3 6 31 1 5 7 8 5 9 9 7
171 5 9 3 4 2 5 8 1 7 0 4 9 18 8 5 6 6 5
5 4 0 2 7 12 1 4 5 9 16 5 1 6 8 3 2 7
4 1 5 4 8 3 6 2 2 3 13 19 1 6 1 9 4
5 7 9 6 9 3 5 8 1 2 4 1 , 1 3 0 17 4 3 7 3 0 7 4 6 9 5 4 9 4 , 7 5 7
6 5 1 1 6 0 2 1 , 7 7 5 3 8 2 3 4 8 2 6 5 0 1 3 , 4 7 4
3 2 6 1 2 1 ,1 3 1 1 8 2 2 7 2 5 7 2 0 5 1 , 7 7 4
3 9 4 1 2 8 4 2 3 0 4 0 7 4 1 1 6 2 7 2 4 9 2 , 5 2 7
13 0 0 3 5 1 0 0 3 0 31
1 2 6 2 6 0 3 0 4 14 18 3 3 6 1 7 7 7 3 8
1 ,6 7 7
1 , 0 8 7
8 7
2 7 3
1 9 8
3 6
2 , 0 0 1
1 , 4 7 5
2 3 9
4 6 8
3 3 6
4 3
4 , 4 9 2
2 , 9 6 9
3 5 0
19
6
2
1 . 7 2 7
1 , 2 5 7
1 6 5
1 , 4 2 2
9 3 5
1 9 3
2 , 5 4 4
1 , 8 9 9
181
2 , 4 9 1
2 , 3 6 6
2 5 6
1 9 , 9 7 3
1 4 , 4 8 3
1 , 8 0 7
9 1 9 1 3 2 1 . 1 5 4 4 0 5 3 , 5 1  1 12 1 , 4 4 0 1 , 8 0 2 3 , 1 0 3 1 , 6 3 2 1 5 , 2 4 5
2 4 8 15 2 5 4 3 9 6 1 6 4 1 9 5 1 9 8 4 2 0 3 4 8 2 , 5 9 3
4 9 0 7 0 3 8 0 8 0 1 . 1 6 9 5 5 0 5 3 5 1 4 7 3 6 3 9 4 , 6 1 6
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 8 0 2 9 8
90 R E P O R T  T O  S U P R E M E  J U D I C I A L  C O U R T P. D .  166
D istrict Courts
The number of civil writs entered in the District Courts, exclusive 
of remand cases, decreased from 10 1,068  in 19 7 1 to 9 2 ,33 1 in 1972. 
In 197 1 ,  there were 13 ,056  civil cases tried; in 1972, 12 ,3 2 3 .
The statistics on removals to and transfers from the Superior 
Court show decreases in removals, transfer cases tried, and retrans­
fers, while transfers increased.
1 9 7 1  1 9 7 2  +  o r  —
R e m o v a l s .................................................................  8 ,0 1 9  6 ,371  1,648
T r a n s f e r s .................................................................  10 ,818 10 ,925 +  107
T r a n s f e r s  t r i e d ......................................................  3 ,537  3 ,0 5 7  — 480
R e t r a n s f e r s ..............................................................  1,341 1,104
Criminal cases begun continued their steady increase except in 
the category listing narcotics which decreased by 8 14  cases.
C r i m i n a l  c a s e s  b e g u n ..........................
M a j o r  c a t e g o r i e s :
D r u n k e n n e s s .............................
A u t o m o b i l e ...............................
O p e r a t i n g  u n d e r  i n f lu en c e  . 
N a r c o t i c s .....................................
Other comparisons follow:
E v i c t i o n  cas e s  e n t e r e d .....................
E v i c t i o n  c as e s  t r i e d .............................
P o o r  d e b t o r  c a s e s ...............................
S m a l l  c l a i m s  c a s e s  .............................
J u v e n i l e  c a s e s .......................................
R e c i p r o c a l  s u p p o r t  c a s e s ................
R e c i p r o c a l  s u p p o r t  c o l l e c t i o n s  . .
1 9 7 1 1 9 7 2 T o r -
7 4 0 ,6 8 4 926 ,681 + 185,997
58,21 1 6 2 ,6 6 0 + 4,449
5 1 8 ,6 9 9 704 ,281 + 185,582
9 ,2 2 4 10 ,844 + 1.620
2 4 ,0 2 2 2 3 ,2 0 8 — 814
1 9 7 1 1 9 7 2 + or-
14,561 13,077 - 1,484
4 ,2 4 9 5 ,0 5 0 + 801
3 1 ,4 8 2 31 ,725 + 243
9 2 ,5 1 5 98 ,8 8 7 + 6,372
2 8 ,5 3 6 3 5 ,0 9 4 + 6,558
2 .705 4 ,4 1 7 + 1,712
$ 3 ,5 6 2 ,5 3 9 $ 3 ,8 7 1 ,4 9 6 + $308.957
District Court Statistics at end of Appendix II
Boston M unicipal Court
The following civil and criminal statistics for two 
plied in tabular form.
C I V I L
years are sup-
1971 1972
A c t i o n s  e n t e r e d :
C o n t r a c t .............
T o r t ........................
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t  
A l l  o t h e r s ..........
21 ,651
6,301
4 8 4
9 14
2 2 ,3 3 6
5 ,305
399
868
T o t a l  a c t i o n s  e n t e r e d
2 9 ,3 5 0 28,908
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A c t i o n s  r e m o v e d  to  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t :
C o n t r a c t ...............................................
T o r t ..........................................................
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ................................
A ll  o t h e r s .............................................
T o t a l  a c t i o n s  r e m o v e d .............................
N e t  e n t r i e s  a f t e r  r e m o v a l s :
C o n t r a c t ..........................
T o r t .....................................
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ...........
A l l  o t h e r s ........................
T o t a l
4 9 4
9 3 8
54
10
1,496
59 8
7 0 0
33
26
1,357
2 1 .1 5 7
5 ,363
4 3 0
9 0 4
2 7 ,8 5 4
2 1 ,7 3 8
4 ,6 0 5
36 6
842
27 ,551
T r a n s f e r r e d  f r o m  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t 2 ,0 2 9  2 ,1 9 2
T o t a l ..........................................................................................................  2 9 ,8 8 3  2 9 ,7 4 3
A c t io n s  d e f a u l t e d :
C o n t r a c t ..................................................................... 12 ,2 7 6  12,213
T o r t ...............................................................................  1 ,398 L 2 8 5
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ..................................................... 76  111
A ll  o t h e r s ..................................................................  2 9 5  1 3 1
T o t a l ..........................................................................................................  14 ,045 1 3 ,740
T r ia l s :*
C o n t r a c t ..................................................................... 1 ,428 1,232
T o r t ...............................................................................  1 ,693 1,624
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ..................................................... 7 0  2 1 4
A ll  o t h e r s ..................................................................  36 3  293
T o t a l ............................................................................................................ 3 , 5 5 4  3 ,363
P la in t i f fs ' f in d in g s :* *
C o n t r a c t ..................................................................... 1 ,222 1.047
T o r t ...............................................................................  7 9 0  9 2 8
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ..................................................... 21 128
All  o t h e r s ..................................................................  2 0 0  157
T o t a l ............................................................................................................  2 ,2 3 3  2 , 2 6 0
D e f e n d a n t s ’ f in d in g s :* *
C o n t r a c t ..................................................................... 7 7  87
T o r t ...............................................................................  162  170
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ..................................................... 7  14
A ll  o t h e r s ..................................................................  154  146
T o t a l .......................................................................................... 4 0 0  4 1 7
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A P P E L L A T E  D I V I S I O N :
R e p o r t s  a l lo w e d :
C o n t r a c t ...................................................................  10 11
T o r t ..............................................................................  10 13
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ....................................................  5 2
A l l  o t h e r s .................................................................  1 1
T o t a l ........................................................................................  26  27
R e p o r t s  d i s a l l o w e d :
C o n t r a c t ................
T o r t ........................
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t  
A l l  o t h e r s ...........
0 0
2 0
0 0
0 0
T o t a l 2 0
C a s e s  h e a r d :
C o n t r a c t .............
T o r t ........................
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t  
A l l  o t h e r s ..........
T o t a l ..................................
C a s e s  a f f i r m e d :* *
C o n t r a c t .............
T o r t ........................
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t  
A l l  o t h e r s ...........
T o t a l
11 8
12 10
4 0
0 1
27  19
8
7
2
1
18 18
7
7
4
0
C a s e s  r e v e r s e d :* *
C o n t r a c t .............
T o r t ........................
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t  
A l l  o t h e r s ...........
T o t a l 7
2
C a s e s  c o n s o l i d a t e d  u n d e r  G .L .  c. 2 2 3 ,  § 2:
C o n t r a c t ............................................................
T o r t .......................................................................
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t .............................................
5
135
0
36
87
1
T o t a l
140 124
A p p e a l s  to  S u p r e m e  J u d i c i a l  
C o u r t  p e r f e c t e d .............
A p p e a l s  to  S u p r e m e  J u d i c i a l  
C o u r t  a f f i r m e d ................
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A p p e a l s  t o  S u p r e m e  J u d i c i a l
C o u r t  r e v e r s e d .......................................................  I 0
P la in t i f f s '  j u d g m e n t s  
By d e fa u l t :
C o n t r a c t ....................................................................  1 2 ,928  13 ,890
T o r t ............................................................................... 4 6 9  55 4
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ..................................................... 0  0
All  o t h e r s .................................................................. 8 6  42
T o t a l .........................................................................................  13 ,483  14 ,486
A f te r  t r ia l :
C o n t r a c t ....................................................................  1 ,222 1,047
T o r t ...............................................................................  7 9 0  92 8
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t .....................................................  21 128
A ll  o t h e r s ..................................................................  2 0 0  157
T o t a l .........................................................................................  2 ,2 3 3  2 ,2 6 0
By a g r e e m e n t :
C o n t r a c t ..................................................................... 21 5  1,005
T o r t ...............................................................................  194 93 7
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ..................................................... 0  0
A l l  o t h e r s ..................................................................  1 0
T o t a l .........................................................................................  4 1 0  1,942
D e f e n d a n t s ’ j u d g m e n t s  
By n o n - s u i t :
C o n t r a c t ..................................................................... 34  48
T o r t ...............................................................................  95  2 18
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ..................................................... 5 7
All o t h e r s ..................................................................  0  0
T o t a l .........................................................................................  134  273
A f te r  t r ia l :
C o n t r a c t ..................................................................... 77  87
T o r t ...............................................................................  162 170
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ..................................................... 7 14
A l l  o t h e r s ..................................................................  154 146
T o t a l .........................................................................................  4 0 0  4 1 7
By a g r e e m e n t :
C o n t r a c t ..................................................................... 0  35
T o r t ...............................................................................  0 34
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ..................................................... 0 0
A l l  o t h e r s ..................................................................  0 0
T o t a l .......................................................................................... 0  69
A m o u n t  o f  p l a in t i f f s ’ j u d g m e n t s :
C o n t r a c t  ...............................................................................  $ 9 , 3 9 3 ,4 8 3 . 3 4  $ 1 0 , 4 1 9 ,5 0 4 . 8 5
T o r t  ..............................................................................................  9 7 7 , 6 1 2 .2 8  6 5 0 , 8 7 3 .9 3
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C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ....................................................................................  16 .50  —
A ll  o t h e r s ..........................................................................................  18 ,063 .81  2 7 ,6 3 4 .5 3
T o t a l ........................................................................................  $ 1 0 ,3 8 9 ,1 7 5 .9 3  $ 1 1 , 0 9 8 ,0 1 3 .3 1
A v e r a g e  o f  p l a in t i f f s ’ j u d g m e n t s :
C o n t r a c t ...................................................................  $ 653 .91  $ 6 5 3 .5 9
T o r t .............................................................................. 6 7 2 .8 2  2 6 9 .0 7
C o n t r a c t  o r  t o r t ....................................................  .80
A l l  o t h e r s ................................................................. 629 .41  1 38 .86
A v e r a g e  o f  al l j u d g m e n t s ............................................  $ 6 4 4 .2 5  $ 5 9 3 .8 5
(1971) (1972)
* R em anded  cases inc luded in to ta l tried . 697 639
**Som e cases are  h ea rd  befo re  the rep o rtin g  period  and decided  d u ring  the rep o rtin g  period.
C R I M I N A L
C o m p l a i n t s  g r a n t e d  by  th e  C o u r t :
A u t o m o b i l e  v i o l a t i o n s ..........
D o m e s t i c  r e l a t i o n s ..................
D r u n k e n n e s s  in  C o u r t ..........
P e d e s t r i a n  v i o l a t i o n s .............
O t h e r  c r i m i n a l  c a s e s ................
T o t a l
4 ,8 6 4
131
3,841
0
7 ,5 9 8
5,214
172
2,743
564
8 ,190
16 ,434  16,883
N o t  a r r e s t e d ,  p e n d i n g  t r i a l 2 ,055 2.095
T r i a l  b y  th e  C o u r t :
P l e a d e d  g u i l t y  . . . 
P l e a d e d  n o t  g u i l ty
7 ,3 1 5  4 .835
7 ,0 6 4  9 ,953
T o t a l 14 ,379  14,788
D i s p o s i t i o n  o f  c o m p l a i n t s  t r i e d  by  th e  C o u r t :
P l a c e d  o n  file, d i s m is s e d ,  e t c ................... 4 ,7 6 4 4 .7 7 8
D e f e n d a n t s  a c q u i t t e d .................................. 1,204 1.203
B o u n d  o v e r  t o  G r a n d  J u r y  .....................
P l a c e d  o n  P r o b a t i o n
337 392
( N o t  i n c l u d i n g  s u r r e n d e r s ) ............. 2 .8 2 9 2 ,497
D e f e n d a n t s  f i n e d ............................................ 3 ,5 8 7 4.341
F i n e s  a p p e a l e d ............................................... 202 182
I m p r i s o n m e n t s ............................................... 83 4 68 9
I m p r i s o n m e n t s  a p p e a l e d .......................... 622 70 6
P e n d i n g  f o r  s e n t e n c e .................................. 0 0
T o t a l 14 ,379  14,788
S e a r c h  w a r r a n t s  i s s u e d .................................................
I n q u e s t s  h e l d ......................................................................
D r u n k e n n e s s  r e l e a s e d  b y  P r o b a t i o n  O ff ice r  . .
P e d e s t r i a n  c o n t r o l  n o t ic e s  ( J - W a l k i n g ) .............
R u b b i s h  d i s p o s a l  n o t i c e s ............................................
508
0
5.477
938
0
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Parking Law Report 
Parking tags issued by police 
Court Complaints made
Defaulted....................
Future Summonses. . . .
Total Cases Tried................
1 9 7 1
834,637
326,366
95,520
27,760 123,280
203,086
1972
Parking Law Report
Parking tags issued by police.......................  847,899
Court Complaints made ..............................  350,772
Defaulted............................................. 169,926
Future Summonses..............................  43,620 213,546
Total Cases Tried 137,226
1 9 7 1
P l e a d e d  g u i l t y .....................................
P l e a d e d  n o t  g u i l t y .............................
196,751
6 ,3 3 5
P la c e d  o n  f i l e ..........................................
P r o b a t i o n ..................................................
F i n e s  P a i d ...............................................
F in e s  A p p e a l e d .....................................
D e f e n d a n t s  A c q u i t t e d  .....................
................ 5 ,9 8 9
...............  1 90 .915
...............  20
...............  6 ,0 4 2 2 0 3 , 0 8 6
P le a d e d  g u i l t y ........................................
P l e a d e d  n o t  g u i l t y ................................
1 9 7 2
125 ,863  
1 1,363
P la c e d  o n  f i l e ..........................................
P r o b a t i o n ..................................................
F i n e s  P a id  ...............................................
F in e s  A p p e a l e d .....................................
D e f e n d a n t s  A c q u i t t e d .....................
.............  5 ,4 0 2
.............  3
.............  1 26 ,005
.............  4
.............  5 ,8 1 2 137 ,2 2 6
Finances:
Received from parking tag office......... $1,789,803.00
Received from court fines, fees,
forfeitures, etc................................. 1,225,701.00
Total:
Turned over to the Commonwealth and
to the City of Boston.....................  $3,015,504.00
Received as bail by Court.................... 26,296.00
Total Finances Handled by the Court........... $3,041,800.00
$2,428,893.63
1,101,186.00
$3,530,079.63
30,380.00
$3,560,459.63
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U n i f o r m  R e c i p r o c a l  E n f o r c e m e n t  
o f  Su p p o r t  A c t  G. L. C. 273A
P e t i t i o n s  i n i t i a t e d  fo r  p e t i t i o n e r s
1 9 7 0 1 9 7 1 1 9 7 2
r e s i d i n g  in  B o s t o n  ( I n i t i a t i n g )  . . . .  
P e t i t i o n s  r e c e i v e d  f r o m  f o r e ig n  s ta t e s
5 20 47
( R e s p o n d i n g ) * ............................................ 184 2 1 0 2 08
T o t a l  P e t i t i o n s  p r o c e s s e d ...............................
S u p p o r t  p a y m e n t s  c o l l e c t e d  by  th e  
P r o b a t i o n  D e p a r t m e n t :
F o r  d e p e n d e n t s  r e s i d i n g  in  B o s to n
189 2 3 0 255
( I n i t i a t i n g ) .......................................
F o r  d e p e n d e n t s  r e s id in g  in  f o r e ig n
$ 3 2 ,6 2 4 .2 6 $ 2 9 ,2 0 1 .4 9 $ 3 2 ,8 7 1 .0 6
s t a t e s  ( R e s p o n d i n g ) .................. 8 6 ,6 8 5 .6 5 9 8 .9 0 3 .1 7 9 8 ,8 9 4 .7 0
T o t a l  c o l l e c t i o n s ....................................................
C o l l e c t i o n s  in c r e a s e d  b y  $ 1 2 , 4 5 5 .8 5  f r o m
$1 19,309.91  
1970  to  1972.
$ 1 2 8 , 1 0 4 .6 6 $ 1 3 1 ,7 6 5 .7 6
*(In 1970, 135 P e titio n s  fo rw arded  here in erro r-  tran sfe rred  o r re-d irec ted  to  o th e r C ou rts ; in 1971, 131 
P e titio n s ; and  in 1972, 165 P etitions.)
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B o s t o n  Ju v e n i l e  C o u r t
Comparative statistics of the court for two years follow:
C O M P L A I N T S
1 9 7 1  1 9 7 2
J u v e n i l e :
B o y s ............................................. 34  85
G i r l s ............................................. —  34  —  85
D e l in q u e n t :
B o y s ............................................. 1 ,634  1,779
G i r l s ............................................. 4 3 4  2 ,0 6 8  6 1 6  2 ,3 9 5
A d u l t :
M e n  ............................................. 8 13
W o m e n .......................................  10 18 8 21
C h i l d r e n  in  n e e d  o f  c a r e
a n d  p r o t e c t i o n ........................ (86)  4 7  47  (81 )  63 63
T o t a l s .......................................................  2 ,1 6 7  2 ,5 6 4
J u d ic i a l  D e t e r m i n a t i o n s  —
h e a r i n g s * ..................................  8 ,2 7 8  10,561
P e n d in g  cases :
J u v e n i l e :
B o y s ............................................. (6 8 0 )  8 63  (6 6 5 )  92 7
G i r l s ............................................. ( 2 7 3 )  3 0 2  1,165 (3 0 3 )  36 3  1,290
A d u l ts :
M e n  ............................................. (1 4 )  16 (1 3 )  17
W o m e n .......................................  (7 )  9 25  (6) 8 25
C h i l d r e n  in n e e d  o f  c a r e
a n d  p r o t e c t i o n ........................ ( 1 1 7 )  51 51 (1 0 9 )  60  6 0
T o t a l s .......................................................  1,241 1,375
^(Jud ic ia l D e te rm in a t io n s  include all m a t te rs  concern ing  all cases  th a t a re  b rough t  to r  dec ision 
before the Just ic e  of  the C o u r t ;  findings, dispos itions , orders , and  all changes  in cases, such as custody 
ar ra ignments,  s u r renders  and  co n t in u an ces  for case records. )
In the above table  com pla in ts  in the var ious  ca tegorie s  a re  s ta ted  and totalled. Individuals  ap p e a r
in ( ).
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S p r i n g f i e l d  J u v e n i l e  C o u r t
Comparative statistics of the court for two years follow:
C O M P L A I N T S
J u v e n i l e :
B o y s ............................................
G i r l s ............................................
D e l i n q u e n t :
B o y s .............................................
G i r l s ............................................
A d u l t :
M e n  ............................................
W o m e n .......................................
C h i l d r e n  in  n e e d  o f  c a r e
a n d  p r o t e c t i o n .......................  (46)
T o t a l s .......................................................
J u d i c i a l  D e t e r m i n a t i o n s  —
h e a r i n g s * ..................................
P e n d i n g  cases :
J u v e n i l e :
B o y s ............................................. (660)
G i r l s ............................................. (141)
A d u l t s :
M e n  ............................................  (9)
W o m e n .......................................  (14)
C h i l d r e n  in  n e e d  o f  c a r e
a n d  p r o t e c t i o n ........................ (36)
T o t a l s
1 9 7 1  1 9 7 2
7 36
1 8 — 36
,488 1,503
2 5 0 1,738 273 1.776
16 8
19 35 11 19
21 21 (52) 20 20
1,802 1,851
6 ,045 7,323
863 (43 6 ) 721
165 1,028 (11 3 ) 131 852
9 (2) 2
15 24 (14) 14 16
15 15 (22) 10 10
1,067 878
♦ (judicial D eterm inations include all matters concerning all cases that are brought for decision 
before the Justice of the Court; findings, dispositions, orders, and all changes in cases, such as custody 
arraignments, surrenders and continuances for case records.)
In the above table complaints in the various categories are stated and totalled. Individuals appear
in ( ).
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W o r c e s t e r  J u v e n i l e  C o u r t  
Comparative statistics of the court for two years follow: 
COMPLAINTS
1971 1972
J u v e n i l e :
B o y s ............................................. 5 17
G i r l s ............................................  .....  ^ __  jy
D e l in q u e n t :
B o y s ............................................  1 ,154  1 ,274
G i r l s .....................................................  2 8 9  1 , 4 4 3  3 8 4  1 , 6 5 8
A d u l t :
M e n  ............................................. 2 0
W o m e n .......................................  8 10 2  2
C h i l d r e n  in n e e d  o f  c a r e
a n d  p r o t e c t i o n ........................ 8 6  86  169 169
T o t a l s ............................................................................................... 1 , 5 4 4  1 , 8 4 6
J u d ic i a l  D e t e r m i n a t i o n s  —
h e a r i n g s * ..................................  6 , 8 3 6  7 ,1 9 7
P e n d i n g  cases:
J u v e n i l e :
B o y s .....................................................  ( 4 1 6 )  6 5 2  ( 4 1 4 )  6 1 6
G ' r | s ..................................................... ( 1 2 8 )  1 8 4  8 3 6  ( 1 4 5 )  1 6 1  7 7 7
A d u l ts :
M e n  ............................................. 0  (0 )  0
W o m e n .......................................  0  (2 )  2 2
C h i ld r e n  in  n e e d  o f  c a r e
a n d  p r o t e c t i o n ........................ ( 1 2 7 )  7 9  7 9  ( 6 3 )  1 6 9  1 6 9
T o t a l s .................................................................................................  9 1 5  9 4 8
before the Ju stice  o f  the C o u rt; findings, d ispositions, o rders, and  all changes in cases, such as custody 
arraignm ents, su rren d e rs  and co n tin u an ces  fo r case records.)
In the  above tab le  com p la in ts  in the various  ca tego rie s  a re  s ta ted  and to talled . In d iv iduals  ap p earm ( ).
The attached table which follows, prepared by the Administrative 
of the District Courts, should be corrected in the following respects:
T he f ig u re  in 
c o lu m n  N o . . . F or c o u r t N o . . S h o u ld  b e  . . •
2 13 264
2 64 9
3 13 233
3 32 285
3 64 140
5 65 3
9 63 1,228
10 36 5,151
10 60 795
10 61 2,875
10 8 10,241
10 71 1,402
11 1 1,247
11 51 201
18 12 2,765
19 3 696
19 7 6,120
19 10 146
19 12 2,716
19 27 6,339
19 34 37,388
19 39 7
19 47 0
19 54 0
19 58 270
19 60 142
19 66 0
20 23 63
22 1 1 517
24 11 7,770
30 41 $45,371.79
31 58 8
34 42 67
T h e c o lu m n  to ta ls  sh o u ld  b e  a s  fo l lo w s :
Column 2 
Column 3 
Column 5 
Column 9 
Column 10 
Column 11 
Column 18 
Column 19 
Column 20 
Column 22 
Column 24 1 
Column 30 3,87 
Column 3 1 
Column 34
12,323 
13,077 
6,371 
98,887 
528,389 
23,208 
292,117 
398,292 
17,345 
30,312 
,906,635 
1,496.64 
10,925 
9,489
STATISTICS OF THE DISTRICT COURTS OF MASSACHUSETTS FOR THE YEAR ENDING JUNE 30. 1972 AS REPORTED BY THE CLERKS OF SAID COURTS
C o m p ile d  b y  th e  o f f ic e  o f  th e  C h ie f  J u s tic e  o f  th e  D is tr ic t C o u r ts
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0 11 1 2 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 2 0 21 2 2 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 3 0 31 32 33 34 35
DISTRICT COURTS
a r ran g ed  in 
a cc o rd a n c e  w i th  
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•ôc1)Pm
1 C e n t ra l  W o r c e s t e r ........................... 5 ,6 8 3 4 2 0 61 9 ■ 163 160 4 0 1,860 4 ,3 1 4 4 2 ,5 9 6 1,297 4 ,6 1 0 20 376 2 210 168 2 8 ,2 5 9 24 ,2 0 4 1,148 0 0 0 104 ,0 4 1 151 23 6 1 , 4 8 9 .2 5 41 53 1 5 4 ,8 7 8 .9 6 1,676 184 119 1.337 2 ,495 1S p r i n g f i e l d .......................................... 5 ,5 8 9 1,186 63 3 107 4 1 4 6 2 3 ,067 8 ,4 1 8 3 7 ,4 5 7 1,330 3 ,266 206 370 10 241 205 2 5 ,9 6 4 11,347 69 6 0 0 0 1 2 2 ,3 6 5 44 6 313 4 5 0 , 2 3 1 .9 4 83 92 2 2 1 , 0 1 9 .2 7 345 121 45 303 289 23 F a s t  N o r fo lk ,  Q u i n c y ................... 5 ,4 8 2 6 69 2 72 112 282 6 0 965 3,025 20 ,2 5 5 9 6 9 2 ,4 9 2 29 5 0 0 7 278 128 1 1 ,227 4,625 343 125 1,222 8 10 ,574 18 91 1 2 0 ,6 1 2 .3 4 50 34 1 3 2 ,9 2 5 .5 4 5 4 8 85 35 4 3 8 527 34 1s t E a s te rn  M idd le sex ,  M ald en  . 4 ,8 9 4 4 5 3 388 313 373 4 0 818 2 ,6 1 2 11 ,663 7 0 4 1,257 16 216 11 138 159 • 7 ,5 1 7 20 ,7 0 0 5 3 4 45 844 3 8 8 ,1 8 8 37 49 1 8 0 ,1 4 9 .0 8 18 34 9 8 , 4 0 1 .5 4 28 0 23 0 24 366 278 45 L ow ell  ................................................. 3 ,296 656 4 9 8 80 203 2 0 823 7 ,3 2 8 15 ,576 268 2,725 16 135 3 56 14 5 ,0 9 9 1,411 525 60 1,325 46 16 ,379 99 190 6 7 6 , 6 7 9 .8 2 819 965 1 1 6 .0 5 2 .6 4 387 75 22 313 386 56 3 rd  F a s t .  M idd lesex ,  C am b r id g e . 5 ,191 5 1 8 49 5 165 314 3 4 793 1,211 15 ,707 70 8 2 ,716 5 156 11 131 102 8 ,9 8 3 29,605 55 9 57 864 26 3 0 4 ,4 2 5 47 78 6 2 ,5 3 4 .8 4 26 20 1 2 0 ,7 8 7 .6 7 317 61 38 255 256 67 D o r c h e s t e r .......................................... 4 ,2 2 7 821 1,569 301 6 49 11 2 2 ,150 2 ,367 15,241 61 8 3 ,027 119 167 1 221 197 4 ,3 2 2 6 ,5 6 9 935 91 1,869 13 5 9 , 5 0 0 4 421 4 7 9 , 6 4 3 .3 6 34 59 9 5 , 5 1 7 . 8 4 53 4 293 99 4 2 2 1.856 78 S o u th e r n  Essex ,  L y n n ................... 2 ,635 328 4 0 8 328 76 4 0 76 7 2,021 11 ,454 655 2 ,286 14 263 9 170 92 4 ,6 6 9 1,213 46 0 24 78 0 8 37 ,321 0 28 5 2 ,2 6 4 .6 1 23 19 5 3 , 4 7 0 . 3 0 124 61 17 4 1 4 193 89 4 t h  E as t .  M idd le sex ,  W o b u r n  . . 2 ,571 295 126 31 248 2 0 1,068 2 ,3 3 2 10,555 575 856 0 197 2 123 102 6 ,7 4 5 0 52 8 138 717 0 2,941 52 67 18 7 ,3 3 3 .5 1 28 28 1 2 2 ,6 6 2 .9 7 207 40 23 199 57 910 T h i rd  Bris to l ,  N ew  B e d f o r d  . . . 2 ,6 3 8 308 397 202 2 40 3 0 37 4 4 ,2 7 3 12 ,617 1,249 1,391 205 26 0 3 200 123 4 , 5 8 2 4 ,6 0 4 20 4 52 80 8 3 4 6 ,1 2 3 ' 58 57 9 3 , 2 0 1 .7 7 29 27 1 0 3 ,6 6 8 .7 4 157 46 24 173 245 1011 N o r th e r n  N o r fo lk ,  D e d h a m  . . . 1 ,942 158 99 6 104 0 0 67 6 1,295 8 ,1 4 3 2 5 0 5 6 2 0 173 2 306 60 5 ,8 2 5 4 293 38 965 0 51 7 4 8 7 23 4 2 ,1 8 6 .5 8 12 16 9 0 , 2 8 8 .4 1 21 9 67 30 165 134 1112 L a w r e n c e ............................................. 2 ,125 347 348 107 191 0 1 203 1,347 7 ,4 2 6 4 9 7 1,683 54 312 6 96 101 2 ,745 1,912 4 9 8 56 5 9 6 24 2 2 ,4 9 3 31 166 6 6 , 1 3 2 .2 5 . 8 21 6 7 , 5 3 6 . 7 4 74 17 11 71 61 1213 S e c o n d  B r is to l ,  Fa l l  R ive r  . . . . 1,775 233 26 4 130 139 1 0 26 8 1,551 10 ,608 53 7 2 ,129 59 149 4 511 65 6 ,0 4 2 5 ,892 60 87 1.072 2 5 3 ,3 5 6 25 1 1 4 2 , 4 4 7 .7 3 40 29 6 1 ,0 8 7 .3 3 153 30 3 132 388 1314 W est  R o x b u r y  .................................. 1,488 271 6 5 8 291 74 2 0 937 1,343 9 ,301 339 1,031 23 123 1 205 111 4 ,4 3 7 5 ,1 1 0 339 35 6 3 2 4 3 0 ,2 5 0 0 3 79 1 7 4 , 0 7 9 .7 2 27 31 1 0 8 , 6 7 7 .7 8 139 41 8 123 113 1415 F i r s t  Essex ,  S a l e m .......................... 1 ,936 51 4 201 150 103 0 0 385 1,309 6 ,3 5 6 23 9 673 25 320 4 109 28 3 ,8 0 8 1,927 259 32 5 3 0 2 2 6 ,6 6 5 59 58 1 7 0 ,9 1 6 .7 8 12 19 8 2 , 1 6 5 .8 8 50 14 7 58 127 151(3 1s t So .  M iddlesex* F r a m i n g h a m . 1 ,890 165 148 33 190 1 0 801 2 ,037 10 ,8 5 0 326 50 8 14 234 1 178 47 7 ,5 2 8 796 351 62 829 25 5 , 0 5 0 54. 249 2 5 9 ,5 5 2 .0 1 17 22 99 ,-210.17 171 63 29 184 38 1617 B ro c k to n  ............................................. 2 ,603 334 382 131 235 4 0 6 2 4 2 ,0 6 4 10 ,225 7 0 0 1,780 3 262 2 1 187 86 3 ,3 3 2 6 ,7 4 0 295 46 817 4 12 ,4 2 2 292 53 2 6 2 , 7 0 7 .2 6 33 22 1 0 0 , 1 0 0 .8 0 385 32 12 180 38 0 1718 H a m p sh i r e ,  N o r t h a m p t o n  . . . . 67 1 61 54 31 28 1 0 131 2,253 10 ,875 37 9 1,388 33 4 5 0 2 27 0 80 6 ,5 7 9 1,176 367 34 52 9 2 4 7 , 7 0 4 1 12 75 7 5 , 7 0 2 .7 7 17 27 4 2 , 5 2 7 .8 3 88 46 16 152 38 1819 2 n d  P l y m o u t h ,  H in g h a m  . . . . 1 ,524 238 118 55 120 0 0 5 4 0 1,657 13 ,298 6 1 9 1.074 0 367 0 4 2 2 79 8 ,2 7 9 1,463 935 143 86 0 \ 1 .920 41 149 2 5 7 , 6 7 7 .3 3 74 24 9 8 , 3 2 7 .4 1 215 58 5 190 60 1920 2 n d  E as t .  M id d le sex ,  W a l th am  . 2 ,7 6 4 257 139 61 169 1 0 4 9 2 1,610 14 ,3 7 6 335 1,339 8 240 3 155 32 9 ,5 0 9 1,719 56 3 27 307 3 5 2 , 3 7 2 216 12 5 9 , 4 1 6 .0 7 12 16 4 0 , 7 5 6 . 1 4 177 77 35 1 1 1 73 2021 C e n t r a l  M idd le sex ,  C o n c o r d  . . . 9 5 0 120 44 14 43 3 0 22 4 76 9 11 ,832 26 2 5 5 2 1 187 7 226 69 8,441 1,350 3 72 47 60 9 2 11 ,803 5 10 8 6 ,6 9 6 .5 0 19 17 7 1 , 5 5 5 .8 7 70 36 11 68 5 2122 R o x b u r y ................................................. 2 ,097 145 1,319 306 174 0 0 1,170 1,152 19 ,687 1,289 2 ,056 135 245 i 244 249 9 ,7 1 7 157,271 62 6 0 0 0 2 6 2 ,3 6 3 19 555 2 2 4 , 7 2 0 .0 0 25 43 2 4 9 , 7 4 7 . 1 8 2 1 4 116 15 213 137 2223 N e w t o n ................................................. 1 ,694 262 55 11 130 0 1 394 1,351 3 ,6 7 2 189 27 8 0 32 2 23 59 2 ,0 0 7 2,681 60 20 215 1 5 9 , 6 5 9 6 3 2 2 ,3 9 4 .8 0 7 9 4 4 , 2 1 3 . 7 9 144 22 15 131 78 23
24 W es te rn  N o r fo lk ,  W r e n t h a m .  . . 797 97 78 30 58 0 0 38 6 1,564 8 ,3 7 2 2 6 0 5 3 8 18 115 6 296 36 5 ,6 0 0 0 211 33 827 6 111 103 23 8 8 , 2 9 0 .9 6 16 30 4 4 , 4 2 5 . 7 8 80 25 9 72 131 2425 S o m e r v i l l e ............................................. 2 ,1 4 8 222 382 276 172 3 0 715 1,445 3 ,7 0 3 146 6 8 0 17 23 1 19 32 1,618 14,131 74 10 27 4 2 5 6 ,1 0 6 10 17 1 1 3 ,9 3 0 .2 9 52 57 4 6 , 8 7 2 . 2 8 21 9 58 27 26 0 212 2525 F i r s t  Bris to l ,  T a u n t o n ................... 1 ,036 68 102 36 52 1 0 245 1,493 4 ,7 4 1 119 366 2 153 1 317 41 2 ,561 38 394 23 4 9 2 1 6 2 6 54 67 1 6 4 ,8 0 6 .2 5 18 33 5 9 , 5 6 4 .6 3 84 21 13 77 52 26
27 C e n t ra l  B erksh i re ,  P i t t s f i e ld  . . . 886 58 130 92 34 0 0 181 1,416 6 ,6 9 6 73 8 77 13 195 0 287 25 4 ,2 7 3 953 112 4 172 36 4 9 , 7 5 2 0 155 3 6 7 , 4 4 8 .7 7 16 24 5 7 , 5 7 3 . 8 4 98 42 10 75 44 27
28 C h e l s e a ................................................. 1 ,202 20 2 22 4 97 93 1 0 6 1 6 9 7 0 7 ,5 8 8 5 1 4 1,473 88 112 8 179 91 3 ,1 3 7 3,255 781 50 575 12 11,771 3 129 2 1 9 , 3 8 6 .6 4 6 4 1 7 , 0 4 8 .0 0 182 47 11 168 311 28
29 F o u r t h  Bris to l ,  A t t l e b o r o  . . . . 8 14 1 1 4 ' 78 41 71 4 0 223 1,162 6 ,2 2 5 111 4 4 9 0 183 3 365 41 3 ,0 4 8 345 76 18 5 2 8 4 2 ,8 6 6 1 39 7 0 , 3 5 8 .3 1 12 25 3 8 , 6 4 3 .2 4 57 30 14 55 39 29
30 F i r s t  B a rn s ta b le ,  B a r n s ta b le  . . . 1 ,572 46 139 78 92 2 0 3 22 2,211 14 ,476 1,257 2,071 0 326 2 395 114 7 ,2 7 3 187 319 198 91 3 4 4 2 8 16 10 4 2 ,0 0 3 .6 5 20 30 7 0 , 9 8 6 . 1 4 61 20 11 73 22 30
31* C h ic o p e e  ............................................. 241 32 63 51 14 0 0 114 877 5 ,4 1 8 72 431 10 145 4 72 46 1,809 0 74 21 381 22 399 1 38 2 9 ,0 4 8 .0 0 32 18 2 1 , 6 9 7 . 6 0 16 85 16 85 32 31
32 B r i g h t o n ................................................. 1 ,098 166 2 84 32 74 1 0 384 761 4 , 5 9 9 22 9 641 25 36 0 44 99 2 ,8 8 9 16,159 55 6 178 0 5 8 ,5 1 7 14 29 1 1 7 ,3 4 8 .9 8 10 19 4 3 , 6 6 5 .5 4 90 36 16 98 32 32
33 C e n t ra l  No.  Essex ,  H a v e r h i l l . . . 1 ,010 311 115 71 139 1 0 1,219 1,421 5 ,2 8 7 21 3 8 38 4 122 1 39 23 2 ,1 0 2 446 356 21 171 13 1,811 1 99 7 4 ,0 9 1 .2 2 12 27 4 0 ,0 8 8 .7 1 4 0 30 9 47 23 33
34 E as t  B o s t o n ......................................... 1 ,000 155 3 12 101 97 4 0 4 5 0 82 9 3 ,1 4 7 171 5 0 8 4 8 22 3 35 72 1,328 960 2 80 14 221 3 8 4 ,4 4 9 8 85 1 2 9 ,8 4 8 .1 6 9 11 3 4 , 1 6 4 .9 9 143 28 13 129 151 34
35 1st So .  W o rces te r ,  D u d le y  . . . . 367 15 83 41 20 0 0 138 1,163 6 ,8 4 3 103 62 3 1 109 1 91 46 4 ,7 0 2 123 229 11 341 14 6 , 6 4 0 1 4 0 3 3 ,7 1 6 .4 0 8 21 6 3 , 0 5 3 .4 7 2 54 78 19 130 195 35
35 T h i rd  P l y m o u t h ,  P l y m o u t h  . . . 985 223 110 13 49 3 0 268 1,317 5 ,1 5 2 94 50 7 0 143 1 2 20 70 3 ,677 1 257 34 68 3 0 2 ,4 1 9 18 0 0 8 13 2 2 , 5 4 3 . 0 0 61 4 12 61 20 36
37 P e a b o d y  ................................................. 853 113 54 31 112 0 0 391 845 5 , 7 2 0 154 67 8 0 136 2 90 32 3,135 689 99 11 25 4 3 8 ,651 4 7 6 6 ,2 8 6 .4 6 11 9 1 8 , 0 6 0 .7 4 55 25 15 72 23 37
38 B r o o k l i n e ............................................. 1,548 178 103 19 50 3 0 28 9 841 2 ,6 5 3 33 234 0 17 0 7 25 1,119 10,699 52 0 141 0 1 0 5 ,4 9 0 1 3 1 7 ,3 8 2 .0 0 13 7 4 4 , 3 1 2 .0 1 168 41 25 147 95 38
39 S o u t h e r n  N o r fo lk ,  S to u g h t o n  . . 838 178 53 21 66 1 0 327 77 4 5 ,3 2 8 2 1 0 4 1 4 0 168 4 258 30 3 ,3 5 4 890 160 36 333 2 7 8 2 0 26 1 0 2 ,0 7 1 .7 9 7 8 3 2 ,4 3 1 .1 9 73 34 11 95 30 39
40 F i t c h b u r g ............................................. 1,465 60 78 52 19 0 0 1,292 2 ,3 1 2 4 ,8 3 7 166 735 0 181 1 214 68 2 ,308 1,075 39 22 62 8 13 13 ,0 5 0 0 61 1 0 4 ,8 4 6 .8 6 21 13 5 8 , 0 8 6 . 5 0 26 4 82 10 142 334 40
41 F r a n k l in ,  G re e n f ie ld  ................... 43 3 69 46 46 22 0 0 62 6 1,528 5 ,8 3 8 2 84 65 6 1 232 3 160 23 2,991 158 147 30 401 31 2 ,1 6 4 1 5 0 4 7 ,8 4 4 .1 3 21 23 3 5 , 0 5 3 .5 5 28 9 5 19 20 41
42 S o u t h  B o s to n  .................................. 6 7 9 13 384 275 43 0 0 278 5 8 0 4 ,3 4 7 52 1,325 12 47 0 66 65 57 8 12,985 30 18 339 1 8 ,6 8 7 0 102 8 8 .0 1 0 .8 0 5 3 1 7 ,8 7 5 .8 5 70 11 2 69 77 42
‘43 H o l y o k e ................................................. 395 71 65 13 38 1 0 80 1,330 4 ,0 5 5 263 83 7 5 175 0 48 24 1,503 3 ,598 152 16 53 8 0 1 3 ,613 0 108 1 3 3 ,7 8 0 .6 1 5 16 3 6 . 1 0 8 .7 3 101 30 15 163 26 43
44 1st  N o .  M id d le sex ,  A y e r  . . . . 27 8 64 41 19 23 0 0 5 1 9 95 3 6 ,2 5 8 162 286 7 178 4 144 4 6 4 ,1 8 9 0 127 12 4 5 8 8 58 16 35 7 3 , 5 0 8 .5 0 71 38 6 1 . 0 2 3 .0 2 34 11 3 30 37 44
45 1st No.  W o rces te r  ( j a r d n e r 2 9 8 6 30 0 15 0 0 338 7 33 4 ,4 7 1 25 8 5 9 9 5 1/17 1 88 38 2 ,3 8 6 1 177 1 A 4 7 3 8 i rv 2f,  7 39 1 A 4 8 , 4 0 3 .6 1 14 L3 32  2 7 2 .7 6 107 18 15 106 4 4S
46 M a r l b o r o ................................................. 5 6 8 42 85 34 27 1 0 159 1,343 3 ,8 4 7 24 8 36 0 0 120 4 36 10 1,708 376 2 1 Í Î Ï 25 0 34 6 ,4 6 3 13 4 0 9 5 , 2 0 8 .6 6 21 8 5 8 , 8 4 4 .6 6 52 21 5 73 15 46
47 2 n d  Eas t .  W o rc es te r ,  C l in to n  . . 338 35 22 16 4 0 0 256 5 3 4 3 ,6 8 3 2 0 0 302 1 98 0 98 33 1,903 1,048 96 13 236 11 1.051 5 70 1 0 3 ,5 4 5 .8 1 24 13 4 5 , 8 5 9 .0 5 174 14 5 90 114 47
48  ■ W es te rn  H a m p d e n ,  W es t f i e ld  . . 2 5 2 26 41 33 13 0 0 79 981 4 ,3 7 4 235 252 9 100 1 178 21 2 ,757 0 47 26 348 8 1,265 0 24 4 8 ,3 5 2 .9 4 17 14 5 1 ,1 5 1 .0 0 42 5 99 62 253 577 48
49 4 t h  P l y m o u t h ,  W a r e h a m  . . . . 6 5 0 36 49 21 50 0 1 186 1,317 7 ,3 0 3 4 5 6 65 8 2 204 3 278 47 4 ,1 6 6 0 160 45 5 0 0 0 237 9 25 6 8 , 6 2 5 .9 9 12 13 1 6 ,0 2 8 .2 9 58 0 18 4 0 34 49
50 1st E a s te rn  W o rces te r ,  W e s tb o ro 321 59 60 30 19 0 0 144 69 3 7 ,7 5 7 258 351 3 95 1 98 45 • 5 ,5 6 3 147 144 18 394 12 2 ,1 7 8 134 9 8 3 ,0 0 8 .7 8 15 9 4 1 , 8 6 9 .5 5 4 2 3 96 11 147 336 50
5 I t E a s te rn  E ssex ,  G l o u c e s t e r  . . . . 33 2 142 70 61 23 0 0 114 5 9 6 3 ,1 6 8 7 7 9 62 6 7 135 0 97 4 0 1 ,130 779 184 21 461 3 2 8 ,6 4 0 0 127 7 8 ,6 0 5 .9 5 20 19 3 3 , 5 1 4 .1 0 13 11 2 29 6 51
52 E a s te rn  H a m p d e n ,  P a lm e r  . . . . 131 35 21 10 11 0 0 138 95 4 4 ,5 5 3 20 7 3 4 0 0 146 0 121 37 3 ,0 5 9 0 41 38 385 2 847 12 32 7 0 ,0 7 0 .7 6 29 21 2 3 , 8 2 0 .0 2 131 72 29 137 64 52
53* L e o m i n s t e r .......................................... 346 76 50 47 17 1 0 344 8 2 2 2 ,3 2 6 36 195 0 49 1 37 25 1,432 102 56 3 247 2 3 ,9 3 8 0 65 1 3 9 ,5 1 5 .2 3 15 4 2 1 ,8 9 8 .5 4 98 12 4 54 77 53
54 2 n d  So.  W o rces te r ,  U x b r id g e  . . 27 4 147 41 39 5 0 0 72 292 2,671 174 185 0 65 1 23 27 1,433 763 108 0 215 10 4 37 3 24 4 8 , 5 1 5 .7 3 9 11 2 5 . 7 7 2 .3 0 172 16 4 66 128 54
55* N a t i c k ..................................................... 5 4 4 83 23 13 28 0 0 136 55 8 2 ,0 7 7 49 76 4 27 0 51 16 1,135 0 99 9 305 0 7 7 0 1 22 3 8 , 6 8 2 .0 0 3 5 7 ,9 2 5 .0 0 39 13 7 42 3 55
56 2 n d  B arn s tab le ,  O r l e a n s ............... 5 4 0 22 37 5 16 0 0 142 76 9 7 ,3 5 4 1,216 93 4 0 312 8 187 33 2 ,279 5 70 201 38 236 0 9 .2 7 3 0 55 6 2 ,5 8 0 .4 0 19 20 7 2 ,4 1 8 .9 5 13 4 2 43 9 56
57 3 rd  So .  W o rces te r ,  M i l fo rd  . . . 4 2 9 76 30 24 25 0 0 120 6 6 0 2 ,5 5 7 80 276 11 21 0 53 10 1,459 0 67 13 197 3 1,895 5 28 7 0 , 1 1 1 .4 8 24 29 2 8 , 7 1 2 .5 0 81 39 i i 31 62 57
58* N e w b u r y p o r t ...................................... 327 18 69 26 4 2 0 60 30 4 3 ,6 9 4 225 6 47 4 98 1 139 22 ' 1,530 1,028 1 11 18 27.4 0 3 ,7 9 0 0 21 6 4 ,3 6 9 .0 0 3 10 2 3 , 4 6 9 .7 8 3 4 0 12 1 58
59* W es t  W orces te r ,  E .  B ro o k f i e ld .  . 90 7 28 13 5 1 0 81 5 1 2 1,675 28 169 0 25 0 16 16 997 0 67 8 157 12 24 2 13 2 8 ,0 1 5 .7 1 7 6 2 1 ,9 6 3 .3 1 124 37 11 82 81 59
60* N o .  B erksh ire ,  N o .  A d a m s  . . . 168 23 33 0 3 0 0 199 4 6 0 93 7 88 198 0 32 1 18 4 4 1 4 4 0 26 19 68 3 5 ,4 3 2 Ö 18 1 6 5 ,7 0 1 .0 0 8 6 16 .640 .61 13 9 0 10 4 6 0
61* I.ee ........................................................ 99 12 12 12 2 0 0 13 36 0 2 ,8 8 2 36 130 0 74 4 71 5 2 ,162 7 35 6 65 0 5 3 0 0 8 6 , 0 1 8 .0 0 6 1 7 , 4 9 4 .3 5 12 0 0 8 5 6!
62* S e c o n d  Essex ,  A m e s b u r y  . . . . 225 82 26 12 13 0 0 138 36 4 3,131 94 398 0 131 ? 9 2 ' 17 1,957 0 165 19 209 9 0 0 20 4 6 , 3 5 3 .7 0 2 5 1 3 ,8 7 7 .5 0 1 1 0 1 1 62
63* F o u r t h  B erksh ire ,  A d a m s  . . . . 106 21 11 10 3 0 0 59 32 9 1 ,048 2 92 1 27 5 54 2 648 65 29 0 47 2 1,137 0 37 5 0 , 1 3 3 .7 4 6 4 4 ,7 9 5 .0 0 17 12 2 12 7 63
64 C h a r l e s t o w n .......................................... 391 140 9 36 66 0 0 109 184 1 .319 52 391 9 17 0 18 12 376 2 ,518 159 3 95 14 10 ,349 0 1 4 9 ,6 8 6 .2 0 9 1 9 ,9 4 6 .2 0 86 9 4 5 2 74 64
65* So.  B erksh ire ,  G r e a t  B a r r in g to n  . 127 8 11 4 7 0 Ö 18 393 2 ,1 7 6 6 161 0 6 0 0 27 3 1,446 0 35 0 54 6 189 0 29 37,5 34 .64 8 7 2 5 , 7 4 2 .4 2 8 0 0 8 1 65
66* T h i rd  Essex ,  I p s w i c h ....................... 97 14 14 13 6 0 0 43 140 8 3 0 20 94 0 31 0 10 10 379 286 37 2 65 0 5 78 0 3 1 0 ,0 3 5 .0 0 7 3 4 , 4 7 5 .0 0 2 1 1 2 14 66
67* East.  F r a n k l in ,  O r a n g e ................... 4 9 14 10 6 3 0 0 101 145 1 ,0 7 0 9 45 0 16 0 34 12 775 0 12 8 69 35 0 3 24 2 7 , 3 0 1 .1 6 8 4 5 ,8 4 0 .0 0 5 3 0 3 0 67
68* W i l l i a m s t o w n ...................................... 30 4 6 4 2 0 0 4 196 1 ,034 22 21 0 16 i 36 4 805 113 17 1 30 0 9 69 ? 7 5 ,3 1 5 .5 0 2 2 6 ,0 6 9 .9 0 3 2 2 3 0 68
6 9* East.  H a m p sh i r e ,  W a r e ................... 98 66 8 7 2 0 0 33 177 38 4 3 47 0 19 0 14 1 174 0 5 2 20 0 63 0 1 8 , 0 9 4 .0 0 3 i 7 , 7 0 6 .0 0 1 6 Ô 1 3 69
70* W i n c h e n d o n  ......................................... 66 5 13 7 1 0 0 29 215 5 6 2 18 4 0 6 17 0 6 11 292 0 30 h 17 3 0 0 5 6 ,4 7 0 .0 0 1 4 6 ,4 1 4 .0 0 12 2 0 7 10 70
71* D u k e s ,  E d g a r t o w n .......................... 84 5 5 3 7 0 0 14 411 4 2 7 15 144 0 35 0 24 2 755 27 39 0 73 0 1.854 0 2 1 ,3 0 6 .0 0 1 3 3 , 9 5 2 .0 0 0 6 0 0 3 71
72* N a n t u c k e t ............................................. 41 5 4 1 1 0 0 3 115 4 1 4 2 83 0 6 n 13 i 167 0 10 0 32 0 385 0 ö 0 1 4 3 , 8 4 6 .0 0 _ _ Q _ ____ Q _ _____ Û _ 2 72
T O T A L S 92 ,3 3 1 12 ,425 1 2 ,976 5 , 0 5 0 6 ,3 7 5 88 11 3 1 ,725 9 7 ,9 8 8 5 2 8 , 7 7 7 2 3 ,8 3 6 6 2 , 6 6 0 1,298 10,675 169 9 ,9 6 3  ■ 3 ,909 2 9 2 ,0 9 7 3 6 8 ,1 4 6 17 ,3 4 2 4 ,7 8 2 3 0 ,7 6 0 52 9 1 ,8 9 9 ,3 8 2 2 ,7 3 9 4 ,9 0 7 7 ,6 5 4 .3 4 0 . 0 9 2,121 2 ,2 9 6 3 ,8 6 1 ,1 7 8 . 4 0 10 ,920 3 ,057 1,104 9,491 11,755
i n d i c a t e s  P a r t - T im e  C o u r t s  
t B e c a m e  F u l l  T im e  in  J a n u a r y ,  1 9 7 2  '

